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INDICATION 
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Againſt a late TRACT, ent, 


7 Diſſertation or Inquiry concerning the” 
Canonical Authority of the Goſpel 
according to Matthew. 


In which is particularly conſidered 


he Argument advanced in the faid Diſſertation 
againſt the preſent Canon of the New Teſtament, 
from the pretended Number, Antiquity and 
Reception of Forgeries under Apoſtolical Names 
among the immediate Succeflors of the Apoſtles. 


» 


37 LEONARD TWELLS, ers. Mary's 
in Marlborough. lon 6 


8 


— 


LON D O N: 
a againit Felter-lane in Fleetftreet, | 1733 


TO THE 2 "2 


Pr. M A 7 T H K H 


Genes, 


printed for R. GosLinG at the Mitre and Crown ., 1 


* yes "= w n. 2 2 RR ao 8 "Mt * 


— . 


— _ Py; See "x4 ve; 7 Ba p N 2 ; * : 
4 27 rr R ans AE n P A, POLE MEI eee OST. IEEE ao” 


— — 
oe oO Ae Fe RS TIE OTF Ys * 


3 
* 


a % 4 v6; 0.3 He R N 4 = 
2 1 1 1 I; MG ens pl - - . 
„ . Fact , 6 6 s . 4 : : «+ 4 dt 2 
S OY 2 | enn | * | 
* 
- # 
** 
* 
. 
- 
* 
. * 
* 
* — 


— 


1 TW 


THE 


PREFACE. 


HE Attack made upon the Gof- 


= 
va 
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85 8 


pel of St. Matthew by the Au- 
4 thor of the Diſſertation, made it 
| neceſſary in the firſ# Place to publiſh a 
particular V indication of that ſacred Book. 
Bui obſerving ſince, that other Things, of 
the utmoſt Concern for the Honour of the 
New Teſtament Canon, have been raſply 
affirmed by the ſame Writer, I hoped it 
© might not be unacceptable to the Reader, to 
' find thoſe bold Strokes animadverted on, 
in a Supplement 20 the ſaid Vindication. 
It was ſhocking to every ſerious Chriſ- 
tian, to be told ſo often and ſo confident- 
J by zbe Anti- ſcriptural Writers, that the 
Ange after the Apoſtles, in which the great 
: Witneſſes to the Genuineneſs of the Holy 
Books lived and wrote, was an Age a- 
2 hounding with innumerable Forgeries un- 
K der inſpired Names, and withal ſo exceſ- 

5 ſively 
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The PREFACE. 


„ ſively credulous, that even the immediate 
4 Succeſſors of the Apoſtles read many of thoſe 
Forgeries in the publick Aſſemblies of Chri- 
ians, as Canonical Scripture, without 
the leafs Mark of Diſtinction in point of 
Authority. I doubt not therefore, but all | 
ſober Mon will be glad to find, that the 
Unbelievers have by no means ſufficient Þ- 
Grounds for ſuch Aſſertions ; that the 
Forgeries under Apoſtolical MNanmes, which Þ 
certainly came out in the Times next fol. 
lowing theſe of Inſpiration, were but few; 
and that not one of thoſe Few appears to 
have been read in any Aſſemblies of Chri- 
tans, that were under the Direction of 


the W ara Feeders. 


> 5 2 — 


ER XNA T X. 
P 12. 1. 27, 28. for Apoſtolical, read 28 
p. 14. lin. ult. for Author, read Authors; Abe 
for Matthius, read Matthæus; p. 55. 1. 11. for a cribed, 13 


deſcribed ; p. 60. 1. 25. for the Chand, read to the Ge · 
nuineneſs. 


N. B. The Eugliſb Note at the Bottom of p. 49. ſhouli Þ 
have been at the Tory Bottom of p. 50. 
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15 MATTHEW. 


, = 4 HE Author of the Diſſertation, concern- 
31 ing the canonical Authority of the Goſ- 
ri _ pel according to St. Matthew, in his ſe- 
cond Paragraph, gives us the following State of 
the New Teſtament Scriptures, in the Age of the 

f | Apoſtles and the Times immediately following. 
Our Saviour and his Apoſtles were no ſooner 
* off the Stage, than Forgeries of all Kinds, 
- | *© broke in with irreſiſtible Force, Goſpels, Epiſ- 
tles, Acts, Revelations, Liturgies without 
Number, publithed in the Names, and under 
al: © the feigned Authority of Jeſus Chriſt and his 
„ Apoſtles, abounded in the Chriſtian Church: 
band as ſome of theſe were as early in time as 
© any of the Writings in our preſent Canon, ſo 
uud © we find they were received promiſcuouſſy with 

© them and held in equal Credit and Venerarion. ” 
Had this been true and all theſe Aſſertions ca- 
| Pable of ſtrict Proof, the Author might have 
- Ipared his Diſſertation concerning the particular 
| 1 of St. Matthew, ſeeing they affect the Va- 
B lidity 
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lidity of the entire New Teſtament Canon. For 
if the Apoſtles and their immediate Succeſſors, 
on whoſe Veracity and Integrity we principally 
depend, for the Genuineneſs of the ſacred Books, 
were either ſo careleſs or ſo undiſcerning, as to 
receive, without Diſtinction, all Writings that pre- 
tended to that Character, we can have no Secu- 
rity that any Scriptures, recommended by them, 
were the Works of thoſe inſpired Perſons under 
whoſe Names they paſs, nor conſequently that 
they deſerve to be regarded, as the ſure Rules of 
our religious Faith and Practice. 

But if, on the other hand, it ſhall appear, that 
every thing advanced in this bo/d Paragraph is 
cither falſe or highly uncertain, then the Inte- 
grity of our preſent Canon will yer, as in time paſt, 
invincibly reſt on the Tradition of the earlieſt 
Times, which were naturally beſt able to judge 
of the Pretenſions of ſuch Writings ; becauſe Þ 1 
they firſt ſaw the Light in their own or the im- 
mediately preceding Age. . 

What the Author of the Diſſertation here aſ- 1 
ſerts, has long been the Language of Infidelity. | £ 
Primitive Forgeries and the promiſcuous Uſe of all Ir 
Books pretending to Inſpiration, in the early | { 
Times, have been triumphantly urged by every f 
late Writer againſt reveal'd Religion. To repreſs In 
therefore the Inſolence of our Adverſaries on this Þ it 
Head, and to do juſtice to the primitive Believers, Þ ſt 
whole Reputation cannot de wounded without! 
deeply affecting the Intereſt of Chriſtianity, I Þ C 
have determined narrowly to examine this Point ] ti, 
and to enquire, R 

c 


Fit, 


ü 
My 
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- Firſt, whether the Forgeries of Goſpels, Epiſ- 
tles, Acts, Revelations and Liturgies, which im- 
mediately after the Death of the Apoſtles, broke 
out under the Names of Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 


were ſo numerous, as the Author of the Diſſerta- 


tion repreſents them to have been. 


2dly, Whether ſome of theſe Forgeries were 
as early in Time, as any of the Writings of our 
preſent Canon. : 


34ly, Whether theſe Forgeries were reccived 


promiſcuouſly with the Books of the preſent Ca- 


rſt, 


non, and held in equal Credit and Veneration. 
Firſt I am to enquire, whether the Forgeries 
of Goſpels, Epiſtles, Acts, Revelations and Li- 
turgies, which immediately after the Death of 
the Apoſtles broke out under the Names of Chriſt 


and his Apoſtles, were ſo numerous, as the Author 


of the Diſſertation repreſents them to have 


been. 


The Ara of the Forgeries here complained 


of, commences from the Death of St. John, the 


laſt of the Apoſtles, which according to the vul- 
gar Account happened An. Ati 100, and cannot 


| reaſonably be extended beyond the middle of the 

ſecond Century. For it would be apparently ab- 
ſurd, to fay of any Forgery, which came out 
more than 50 Years after St. John's Death, that 


it was publiſhed as ſoon as Chriſt and his Apo- 
ſtles were off the Stage. 


Now as to the Writings under the Name of 
Chriſt, the only one that has any Pretence to An- 


tiquity, is the Epiſtle of our Saviour to Abgarus, 
King of Edeſſa ſer down by Euſebius, H. E. J. 1. 
c. 13. And whether it be a Forgery or not, the 


firſt 
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firſt Account of this Epiſtle being almoſt 200 
Years later than our Period, it cannot be reckon- 
ed among the numberleſs Forgeries, that were cer- 
tainly publiſhed, as ſoon as'Chriſt and his Apoſtles 
were off the Stage, under their venerable Names. 

From the Liſt of Us N Wrirings in our 
preſent Account, muſt alſo be ſtruck off, tho 
coming abroad within the affigned Ara, all ſuch 
Goſpels, &c. as either bore no Names of Au- 
thors at all, or elſe were aſcribed to Authors that Þ 
were not of the Number of Chriſt's Apoſtles or 
inſpired Followers. Such were the Gel ac- 
cording to the Egyptions, and that according to 
the Hebrews, which we cannot properly call For. 
geries, much leſs Forgeries under the Names of 
inſpired Writers; and therefore they do not belong | 
to the Catalegue, we are in queſt of. Such again 
are the Goſpel of Bafilides, the Goſpel of Cerin- 
thus, and of Chriſt's Infancy, that of the Ebionites 
it not the ſame with the former, the Goſpel of 
Eve, that of the Helkeſaites, and the Goſpel þ 
of Valentinus. For tho' all theſe are Goſpel 
Hiſtories of no Credit, yet they are not to be! 
deemed Forgeries, as not pretending to a falſe 
Antiquity nor bearing falſe Authorities. Laſtly þ 
ſince none of them carry the Names of inſpired 
Writers, they are manifeſtly of a different Species 
from the Forgeries, ſpoken of by the Author of 
the Diſſertation. | 2 
And now having made the aforegoing reaſona- 
ble and juſt Abatements, I cannot upon the ſtric- 
reſt Scrutiny find any forged Goſpels, &c. under 
the Names of Apoſtles, that were certainly or 
even probably publiſhed in the next Succeſſion 
-: | after 


(5) 
afrer theſe Times, except the few following 
Ones. | 

1½, The Goſpel of Judas Iſcariot. This Goſ- 
pel is mentioned by Irenæus as the Figment of 


the Caianites or Caianifts, a Species of Gmſticks, 
and probably was the Product of thoſe Hereticks, 
in the former part of the ad Century. 


24ly, The Traditions of Matthzas. Ir is diſpu- 


N ted, on good Grounds, by the ingenious Mr. 


Fores, Meth. of Settl. Canon. Authority of 
the N. T. pt. 2. c. 23. whether theſe Traditions 


were a written Book, or only orally conveyed. 


If they were handed about in Writing, under the 
Name of Matthias, the Apoſtle, they probably 


| had their ſpurious Birth within the Period, we 


are confidering. For Clemens Alexandrinus + 


mentions them as uſed by the Followers of Va- 
* lJentinus, Marcion and Baſilides. 


3. The Goſpel of Peter, refuted by Serapion 
+ Anno 190. which fupported the Hereſy of the 


ö Docetæ, was alſo probably a Fiction, that belongs 
do our Catalogue. 


4. The Preaching of Peter was certainly a 


Forgery, that appeared towards the beginning of 
the ſecond Century: becauſe Heracleon, the He- 


retick, that lived A. 130 cites it, as we learn 


f from Origen. 8 


5. The Revelation of Peter, tho' cited by no 
Writer, till towards the Concluſion of the ſecond 
Century, was probably manufactured by ſome 


Hereticks, early in the ſame Age. 


 * Lib. e. . + Strom. 1. 7. c. 17. 4 See Euſeb. 
H. E. J. 6. C. + ag Com. in Joan. P. 211 


Theſe 


(6) 
Theſe are all the Forgeries, under the Names 
of Apoſtles or other inſpired Writers, that are 
mentioned by the Fathers of the 2d Century and 
thar, upon certain or even probable Grounds, 
can be deemed as ancient as the Times immedi- 
ately ſucceeding thoſe of Inſpiration. I do not 
deny but that other Books of this kind are ſpoken 
of by Epiphanius, as devis'd by Hereticks of Deno- 
minations that ſubſiſted as early as our Period. But 
then, it muſt be noted, that thoſe Hereſies continued 
till the 4th Century; and 'tis likely that the Pie- 
ces above ſpoken of might be and probably were 
compoſed by the Succeſſors of the early Here- 
ticks, and not by the Herefiarchs themſelves. 
Thus, for inſtance Epiphanius (Her. 38.) char- 
ges the Caianites, a moſt wild and extravagant 
ſort of Hereticks, with forging the Anabaticon 
or Revelation of St. Paul. Bur this cannot rea- 
ſonably be' underſtood of the Founders of that 
Hereſy, in the former part of the 2d Century, 
For had it been ſo, how comes it to paſs, that no 
Writer from thoſe Days, to the Time of Epi- 
phanius ſhould ever mention the Book ? Particu- 
larly, how came it to paſs, that Jreneus, I. 1. 
c. 35. ſpeaking of theſe very Caianites and their 
forged Goſpel, under the Name of Judas 1/ca- 
riot, ſhould utterly paſs over that other Fiction, 
under the Name of Paul, if it had been then 
extant ? 

There is indeed a Paſlage in IJrenæus, where- 
in he feems to affirm the contrary. to all this, 
3 17. IS 3 r roig emu yr geg d ro- 
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e Valentinians of Marcus's ſort) produce an in- 
„ finite Number of apocryphal and ſpurious 
„ Scriptures (Writings) which themſelves have 


« devis'd in order to ſurprize the ſimple and ſuch 


c as know not the Writings of Truth.” But 


here it may be queſtioned, I/, whether Ireneus 
meant Scriptures, in the eminent Senſe” of the 
Word, or only the Writings of their own Sec, 
of which that Father elſewhere ſeems to ſay, that 
they were daily increaſing. © Every one of them, 
« fays he, J. 1. c. 15. to the beſt of his Power 


js daily inventing and hatching ſomething. And 


no one is accounted perfect among them, that 
« does not produce great Falſhoods.” Such a 
Principle as this, might indeed produce an infi- 
nite Number of dogmatical Treatiſes ; whereas 
an infinite Multitude of forged Scriptures in the 
emphatical Senſe of the Word is ſcarce concei- 
vable. 2dly, Suppoſing Jrenæus to mean by 
yexOay, Books pretending to Inſpiration, it does 


| not contradict what 1 advance, unleſs he had alſo 


expreſsly told us, that theſe Scriptures were forged 
uader the Names of Chriſt and his Apoſtles. A 
Thing he would ſcarce have failed in, if it had 
been fact. Some may think this Circumſtance to 
be ſufficiently intimated under the Epithet 4, 


but that is a Miſtake. For that Expreſſion is 


commonly uſed by Eccleſiaſtical Writers, to de- 


note no more than that a Book is not Canonical, 
without determining, whether it be rightly aſ- 
cribed to the Author, whoſe Name it carries: and 


therefore is ſometimes applied to Books, that had 


no Author inſcribed, Whereas when they meant to 


ſignify 


197 
fignify that any Pieces were falſely named, they 
commonly uſed the Word wevdrrivegOn. See 
the Fragment of Serapion, apud Euſeb. L. 6. c. 12. 
and Synopſis of Scripture, among the Works of 
Atbanaſius. Laſtly, Mr. Jones, in his new Me- 
thod, c. pt. 2d p. 479. makes Epipbanius ſay, 
that the Gnoſtichs made many Goſpels under the 
Names of the Diſciples: tho' that Father bare- 
ly fays 'Evayſthin J reg eig ous THY HHH 
ovyſegncTa TrroApyxany, they dared to write 
other Goſpels in the Name o the Diſciples, Epiph. 
Her. 26. but does not ſay nor intimate, that 


they wrote many. | 
Thus it appears far from certain, that Forge- 


ries, in the Names and under the Authority of 


Jeſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles, broke in without 


Number, after their Deaths, and abounded in the 
Chriſtian Church. For upon Examination we 


find ſuch Frauds to have been but in few In- 


ſtances practiſed within that Period. 
And indeed, conſidering the Accounts we have 


of theſe wild Hereticks from Jrenæus, it is ſo! 


far from being Matter of Surprize, that they 


forged no more Books under the Name of Chriſt 


and his Apoſtles, that tis ſcarce ro be accounted 


for how they came to cover any of their For- 
geries under thoſe venerable Names. For that! 
H. Man tells us of the Marcoſian Hereticks, in 
particular, I. I. c. 9. that “they called them- þ 


© ſelves perfect: as if no Man could attain to 


«* their Pitch of Knowledge, not even Paul or 


% Peter, or any other of the Apoſtles : but 
y boaſted that they knew more than 


they all] 
„did., 
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« did *.“ Surely then Perſons of theſe Preten- 
ſions needed no Man's Teſtimony to their pecu- 
liar Doctrines, but might venture to publiſh 
Goſpels, and Acts and Revelations upon their 
own Strength, as indeed they generally did. 

Let us now proceed to our ſecond Enquiry, 
whether any of the confeſſed Forgerzes under in- 
ſpired Names, that appeared in the Times im- 
mediately ſucceeding the Apoſtles, were as early 
as the earlieſt Writings in our preſent Canon. 
The Affirmative of this Queſtion, as it ſtands 
in the Diſſertation, ſcems little leſs than a Con- 
tradiction in Terms. For how ſhould Books 
forged in the Names of the Apoſtles, after they 
were all dead, be as old as thoſe Books in our pre- 
ſent Canon which were wrote by the Apoſtles? 
The Author of the Diſſertation does not indeed 
expreſly affirm, that they were forged after the 
Apoſtles were dead; but only that they 5roke in, 
and were publiſhed after that Period: Poſſibly 
therefore he might mean, that the For eries, 
which he contends were as early in Time, as 
any of the Writings in our preſent Canon, had 


been made during the Lifetime of the Apoſtles, 


but were ſuppreſſed, till they were all gone off 
the Stage, and then broke in with inreſiſtible 
Force upon the Chriſtian Church. 


* Of Marcion likewiſe he ſays, I. 1. c. 29. Semetipſum 
eſſe veraciorem quam ſunt hi qui Evangelium tradiderunt 
Apoſtoli, ſuaſit Diſcipulis ſuii. He perſuaded his Diſ- 
« ciples, that himſelf was more worthy of Credit than the 


* Apoftles that delivered the Goſpels.” And upon this 
Principle he curtail'd the Goſpel of St. Luke, and the Writs 


ings of St. Paul. 
© This 
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This Opinion, would the Truth permit us to 
come into it, would afford the ſtrongeſt Pre- 
ſumption imaginable in Favour of our preſent 
Canon, For it would thence be evident, that no 
ſuppoſititious Books, under the Names of the 
Apoſtles, dared to ſhew their Heads, whilſt 
thoſe inſpired Perſons were living and ready to 
diſclaim them. From whence it muſt follow, 
that the Canonical Books, which appeared during 
the Lifetime of their reputed Authors, were un- 
doubtedly genuine. 

But the Chriſtian Cauſe diſdains to ſerve itſelf 
by Improbabilities, and much more by direct 
Falſhoods; ſuch as the Notion aforeſaid moſt 
certainly is. For we have Reaſon to believe, 
that moſt, if not all the Forgeries under the Names 


of the Apoſtles which were not publiſhed, till 


they were off the Stage, were not written till 


then. It being the joint Suffrage of Antiquity, 
that thoſe Books were Compoſitions of Hereticks, 


that, generally ſpeaking, did not appear till after 


the Death of the entire Apoſtolical College. 

The Truth of it is, the Author of the Diſ- 
ſertation confounds the Caſe of Forged and Apo- 
erypbal Goſpels: As to the latter Sort of which 
it muſt be owned, that ſome very learned Chri- 
ſtian Writers have delivered it as their Opinion, 
that two of them, i. e. the Goſpel according to 
the Egyptians, and that according to the Hebrews, 
were committed to Writing, as early as any of 
thoſe that belong to our preſent Canon, 
And that ſome had undertaken to publiſh 
Narratives of the Hiſtory of our Lord, before 
St, Luke, 1s evident from the Preface to his Go- 


ſpel. 
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ſpel. But that the Goſpel according to the 
Egyptians, and that according to the Hebrews, 
were ſome of thoſe 9yyyreas, is mere Conjecture. 

And becauſe the Enemies to Revelation, from 
the ſuppoſed Antiquity of theſe two Goſpels, 
frequently take Occaſion to repreſent the Evange- 
lical Canon as imperfect, I ſhall here beg leave to 
enquire what Foundation there is for believing 
them thus ancient. 

And Hirt, As to the Goſpel according to the 
Egyptians, the firſt Time we hear of it in an- 


cient Writers, is from Clemens Alexandrinus, 


Anno 192, who neither vouches for its Anti- 
quity, nor gives us any Light into the Reaſon of 
its Title. 

The common Opinion of the Learned is, that 
it was called the Goſpel according to the Egyp- 
tians, becauſe compoſed by the Egyptian Eſſenes, 
that were converted upon the Preaching of 
St. Mark, And the Reaſon of this Conjecture 
is, Firſt, The Æuigmatical Manner of this Go- 
ſpel, ſo agreeable to the Cuſtom of thoſe Ferws, 
as deſcribed by Philo. 2dly, Their Averſion to 
Marriage, which appears alſo to have been the 
Turn of that Apocryphal Piece. As if the Suc- 
ceflors of thoſe believing Jews, retaining the fame 
Affection for Allegory and Celibacy, might not 
as well be Authors of a ſpurious Goſpel in the 
End of the firſt, or Beginning of the ſecond 
Century, which might alſo take its Name from 
them. This is a Conjecture in itſelf as probable 
as the former, and more conſiſtent with Hiftory 
and Chronology. For they who make the Go- 
ſpel of the Egyptians 1 have been written by 
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St. Mark's Converts in Egypt, before any of the 
Churches Goſpels were drawn up, are compelled 
to ſuppoſe, that St. Mark preached in Egypt long 
before he compiled his own Goſpel, and that he 
left St. Peter for that Purpoſe, many Years be. 
fore his Arrival at Rome, contrary to the Stream 
of Antiquity, which ſuppoſes him to have ac- 
companied that Apoſtle in all his Travels, till 
his Arrival at Rome: Where he alſo ſtaid with 
him, and where he wrote his Goſpel, after the Exo- 
dus, that is the Departure, or elſe the Death of 
St. Peter and St. Paul, according to Treneus. It 
muſt have been after this that St. Mark propa- 


gated Chriſtianity in Egypt, and, at ſooneſt, An- 
no Chriſti 64.,, which is 6 Years later than the 


Writers with whom I am contending, ſuppoſe 
him to have had Converts in that Country, ca- 
pable of writing a Goſpel: And the preciſe Year 
in which, according to theſe very Men, St, Luke 


wrote his Goſpel, to amend the Faults of that 


other Egyptian one. This Apacryphal Book 
therefore, if written in Egyp?, as the Title im- 
ports, muſt have been later than the three firſt 
of our Canonical Goſpels, which were all com- 
piled before there were Chriſtian Converts in 
Egypt capable of ſuch a Work. Beſides, if 
St. Luke had a View to the Errors of this Apo- 
ſtolical Goſpel, how came he not to caution Thes- 
philus againſt them, in his Prozmium? How hap- 
pened he on the other hand, rather to give an 
Eucomium of the preceding Evangeliſts, as keep- 
ing cloſe to the Traditions of the Eye Witneſſes, 
1 the Compiler of the Egyptian Goſpel had been 
in the Number? Beſides, if this had been true, 
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| we might expect to find the Honour of Marri- 
5 age ſtrongly aſſerted in St, Luke's Goſpel, the 


ragement of which had been the remark- 
able Error of that according to the Egyptians: 


But inſtead of this St. Luke has been more ſpar- 


ing in Teſtimonies of this kind, than the other 


Evangeliſts. The high Declarations of our Lord 


concerning the Sacredneſs of the Marriage Bond, 


' recorded by St. Matthew Ch. xix, have no Place 


in St. Luke, no more than the Honour done to 
this Inſtitution, 


by our Saviour's Preſence and jir ff 


Miracle at Cana in Galilee, mentioned in the 


ſecond Chapter of St. 70h. 
In a Word, fo far is it from being certainly true, 


| that the Goſpel of the Egyptians was earlier than 


any of thoſe in the preſent Canon, that we are not 
ſure it was not later than even that of St. ohn, the 
laſt of the four. The only Pretence for the con- 


trary is, that Clemens Romanus, in his ſecond 
Epiſtle, ſeems to have cited this Egyptian Go- 


ſpel. The Truth is, that he relates a Saying of 
our Lord's, pretty much like what we find to 
have been in this Goſpel from a Fragment of it, 


| extant in the Works of Clemens Alexandrinus. 
But then, Firſt, This ſecond Epiſtle of Clemens 
Romanus is of doubtful Credit. Eigſebius, Ferom 
and Photius declare, that it was antiently, re- 
jected. Nothing therefore can be concluded 
wich any Certainty from a Citation therein, con- 
cerning the Antiquity. of the Apocrypbal Goſpel 


before us. 
under the Name of Clemens Romanus to be ge- 
nuine, there is ſome conſiderable difference be- 


2dly, Admitting this ſecond Epiſtle 


tween our Lord's ſaying, as it ſtands in that 
e Epiſtle, 
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614) 
Epiſtle, and as it is quoted by Clemens Alexandri- 
nus, from the Goſpel according to the Egyptians, 
Probably therefore Clemens Romanus did not cite 
the Saying of Chriſt from that Goſpel, but took 
it from unwritten Tradition. 

Upon the Whole, this Goſpel of the Egypr:- 
ans was certainly written after thoſe of Mather, 
Mark and Luke, and there are no Reaſons ſtrong 
enough to perſuade us, that it is as old as the 
lateſt Writings of the New Teſtament Canon. 

Secondly, With Regard to the Goſpel accor- 
ding to he Hebrews, ſuppoſed likewiſe by ſome, 
to be older than any of the Canonical ones, He- 
ge/eppus, Anno 170, is the firſt Writer that has 
expreſly mentioned it. Nor is it pretended, that 
any Fragments of it are found in the Writings 
of the firſt Century. From thoſe which are 
found in the Fathers of the ſucceeding Ages, it 
appears to have contained ſome Errors and Falſe- 
hoods: For which Cauſe we may alſo aſſuredly 
conclude, that this Goſpel according to the He- 
brews, was not in the Number of thoſe Narra- 
tives mentioned in the Preface to St. Luke's Go- 
ſpel, as ſet forth according to the Traditions of 
the Eye Witneſſes. 

Bur St. Luke ſpeaks of many who had under- 
taken Goſpel Hiſtories before him, by whom he 
could not mean only St. Matthew and St. Mark; 
for none would call Fw, many. Beſides, St. Mat- 


| tbew could not be ſaid to have received his Ma- 


terials from thoſe who were Eye Mitneſſes, him- 
ſelf having been an Eye Witneſs to moſt of the 


Goſpel Facts. Who then could thoſe many be, 
ſay ſome, but St. Mark and the Author of the Go- 


ſpels 


(15) 

| ſpels according to the * and the He. 

breuu, the ancienteſt of all Apocryphal Goſpels ? 

As if St. Luke might not have Reſpect to 

ſome honeſt and well intended Narratives, that 

being nevertheleſs of uncertain Authority, grew 

into diſuſe, upon the Publication of Authentick 
© Goſpels, and in Time were utterly loſt, 
The Sum then of our Enquiries upon this 
Head is, that the forged Goſpels, Epiſtles, &c. 

under the Names of the Apoſtles, that were 
publiſhed after they were off the Stage, are none 
of them as early in Time as the oldeſt Writings 
in our preſent Canon, but on the contrary are all 
probably later than the lateſt of that ſacred Num- 
ber; the direct contrary to what is aſſerted in the 
Diſſertation before us. | 

t is now time to enquire whether there be any 
it more Truth in the third Propoſition laid down 
= © therein, viz. that ſome of the Forgeries above- 
mentioned, were received promiſcuouſly with the 
= W Writings of the preſent Canon, and held in equal 
Credit and Veneration. 
J- This Poſition 1s obſcurely delivered by our 
of Author, as not expreſſing, either the fort of Chriſ- 

 tians, that received the forged and canonical Books 

r- IF thus promiſcuouſly, or the Time when they fo 
received them, or the Inſtances in which that pro- 


miſcuous Reception appeared. But all this is 
cleared up in the Words immediately following, 
a- which are, | 

n- 


* In a word, they were made uſe of by the 
immediate Succeſſors of the Apoſtles and ma- 
de, ny of them read in the publick Aſſemblies of 

cChriſtians as canonical Scriptures, without the 
els « leaſt 


616) 
« leaſt Mark of Diſtinction in point of Authority, 
Here I ſay our Author ſpeaks plain. The 
Chriſtians that held ſome of theſe Pſeud- apoſtolical 
Books in equal Veneration with the Writings in 
our preſent Canon, were, it ſeems, the Catholicks, 
being the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles : they were 
alſo neareſt in time to that inſpired ſett of Men, 
even their immediate Succeſſors, and they ſhewed 
their equal Regard to Forgeries under Apoſtolical 
Names, by reading them in publick Aſſemblies, 
as Canomical Scriptures. 

Could all this be made out plainly and diſtinct- 
ly, I cannot ſee how the preſent Canon of the 
New Teſtament could maintain its Authority. For 
it is evident, that no Man, nor Church, nor A(- Þ 
ſembly of Churches, could afterwards have ſut- 
ficient Reaſon to diſtinguiſh Books into Canonical 
and Apocryphal, which had been received and read 
as Scriptures, by the immediate Succeſſors of the 
Apoſtles withaut any the leaſt Mark of Diſtinctian 
in Point of Authority. Something indeed like 
this has been ſuppoſed by a late Writer, but it 
never was nor ever can be proved, having neither 
Probability nor hiftorical Evidence to ſupport it. 
_ Firſt, that the immediate Succeflors of the 4- Þ 


poſtles ſhould make promiſcuous Uſe of forged and 


genuine Books, is highly improbable in itſelf. For 
could they, who had been the Diſciples and 
Companions of the Apoſtles, be unacquainted 
with their Writings? Or was it conſiſtent with 
that profound Veneration, theſe Men had for eve- 
ry thing, that was truly Apoſtolical, to receive all 
Writings, pretending ' to that Character, without 
DiſtinEtion ? could they be ſo weak, as to yy 

5 pO e 


6 


oſe, that ſo many genuine Writings of inſpired 

erſons could be utterly unknown, for many 
Years, till their Authors were all dead ? Such a 
Seaſon for Publication was likely to draw Spi- 
cion upon real Scriptures, and was ſure to hinder 
the Reception of forged ones. Beſides, had the 
immediate Succeflors of the Apoſtles been ſo ex- 
ceſſively undiſcerning and credulous, as indiſcri- 
minately to accept of every thing that came our 
under the Name of an Apo/le, would they re- 
ceive ſuch Pieces from the Hand of Cerintbus or 
Ebion, known and deteſted Hereticks ? Would the 
Catholick Church ſuffer the Spawn of Simon Ma- 
gus to fill and to direct her Lectionaries? Would 
St. Polycarp in particular, that diſdained all ordi- 
nary Acquaintance wich Marcion, and proclaimed 
him to his Face the Firſt born of Satan, promiſ- 
cuouſly receive his and other heretical Forgeries, 
and hold them in equal Credit and Veneration 
with the Writings of the bleſſed Apoſtles and Evan- 
geliſts? In a Word, we will eaſily admit, that the 
unmediate Succeſſors of the Apoſtles were fallible 
Men; but they muſt have been altogether ſtupid, 
at the ſame inſtant to admit of ſome Scriptures, 
which took away the Obligation of the Moſaick 
Law, and of others which ſtrongly urged the per- 
petual Obſervation of it. For ſuch on the one 
band, were the Writings of St. Paul, and on the 


| other, the Forgeries of the Ebionites. M any o- 


ther flagrant and irreconcileable Contradictions 
muſt at once have met in the Canon of the New 
Teftament, if it had been made up of the Books, 


| Which at preſent compoſe it, and of thoſe Forge- 


ries, which the Author of the Diſſertation would 
3 D perſuade 
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perſuade us anciently ſtood therein without Di- 
ſtinction in point of Authority. The publick Aſ- 
ſemblies of Chriſtians, according to this Account, 
muſt have been under ſtrange Confuſion, to hear 
one Day St. Paul declare Marriage honourable, 
and the next, perhaps, to be told from the For- 
geries of the Encratites, that Marriage was from 
the Devils, and that all which entered into that State, 
were Fornicators. In a word, Fire and Water 
might as ſoon unite, as the Writings in the pre- 
ſent Canon of the New Teſtament, with the For- 
geries, that firſt appeared in the former part of the 

ſecond Century. 
2dly, The promiſcuous Uſage of forged and ge- 
nuine Scriptures by the immediate Succeſſors of the 
Apoſtles, both in their Writings and publick Aſſem- 
blies, is a Point by no means certainly true, in Fact. 
Firſt as to their Writings. It muſt indeed be 
confeſs'd, Mr. Dodell in his Diſſertation on Tre- 
nus has allowed that the Apoſtolical Fathers, C/e- 
mens Romanus, Barnabas, Hermas, Ignatius and Poly- 
carp, have ſo unaccurately cited the Goſpels as that 
it 1s doubtful, whether they referred ts canonical or 
apocryphal ones ; and that they ſometimes make uſe of 
apocryphal Narratives which are not extant in our 
preſent Goſpels. But this does by no means come 
up to our Author's Purpoſe, who pofitively af- 
firms, that the Succeſſors of the Apoſtles made uſe 
not barely of Apocrypbal, but alſo of forged Pie- 
ces, between which different forts of Books Mr. 
Dodell himſelf carefully diſtinguiſhes, Diſſert. 1. 
in Iren. Set. 38. 2dly, Even what Mr. Dodwell 
advances has been ſince proved to be a Mit- 
take by the ſo often menuoned Mr. Jones, in a 


Work, 


( 19 } 

Work, which our Author himſelf has ſeen and [ 
referred to“: Who therefore is without Excuſe, 5 
for building upon a Foundation, that he knows 1 
has been ſhaken, if not ſubverted, without offer- q 
ing any thing new in ſupport of it. And till ſome- 4 
thing of this kind be done, the State of this Queſ- 
tion ſtands thus. 

Firſt, it is certain, that all the Apoſtolical Fa- 
thers have, in numerous Inſtances, either cited 
or referred 0 our preſent Goſpels. 

Secondly, it is not certain, that any one of them 4 
has, ſo much as in a fingle Inſtance, cited from ' 
an apocryphal, much leſs from a forged Goſpel. 

From whence it follows, 34ly, that the Au- 

| thor of the Diſſertation had no right to ſay, that 
| ſome forged Goſpels were in equal Credit and Ve- 
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| neration, and Uſe, among the immediate Succeſ- po 
ſors of the Apoſtles, with any of the received 3 
. Writings of the New Teſtament. 4 
3 Equally uncertain, or rather falſe in fact is 4 
- KF what the ſame Author roundly affirms, © that i 
f * many of the forged Goſpels, &c. were read in i 
: 4 
f In his 4th part of New and full Method, c. in which 2 
he has made it appear, that the Goſpel of St. Matthew is fre- F 
T quently cited in the Epiſtle of Barnabas, in both Clemens's 2 
S * to the Corinthians, in Ignatias's Epiſtles, and in that 7 
— of Polycarp. And in his Appendix, at the End of part the s 
0 2d, hedenies, as to the Writings of Hermas and P-lycarp, that 5 
there is one Paſſage different from our preſent Goſpels In T 
Ignatius, there is but one, which after all he proves to have 4 
r. deen taken out of St. Lake: That as to the Epiſtle of Bar- 4 
8 z»abas, and the two Epiſtles of Clement, the Paſſages may all 1 
„ de accounted for without ſuppoſing them cited from Apocry- % 
ll | phal Books; either they might be the genuine Goſpel laxly 
(- * Cited, or different Paſſages joined together, or laſtly be mere 
a KF Traditions, not taken from any. written Goſpel whatever. 
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© the pry Aſſemblies of Chriſtians, as Cano 


«< Ca Scriptures, without the leaſt Mark of Di- 
* ſtintion in point of Authority.” I will be bold 
to ſay, that in this, he has not the leaſt Support 
from any ancient Writer whatever. The moſt 
ſanguine Advocates for the Antiquity and Uſeful- 
nels of thoſe two famous Apocryphal Goſpels, that 
according to the Ægyptians, and the other ac- 
cording to the Hebrews, have ventured only to 
conjecture, that the former was for ſome time 
read among the Eſſenes, and the latter among the 
Fudaizing Chriſtians, And yet neither of theſe 
are ſtrictly within our Author's Compaſs: be- 
cauſe they are not pretended to have been forged 
under the Names of any Apoſtle. As to the E- 
piſtle under the Name of Barnabas, concerning 
the Genuineneſs whereof the learned World is yet 
in doubt, this is certain, that the firſt Writer, who 
ſpeaks of this Epiſtle's being read under any Notion 

of Scripture, is Jerom, in the End of the 4th Cen- 
tury in his Catalogue of illuſtrious Writers (in voce 
Barnabas) where, at the fame time that he owns 
it was read, he adds, inter Apocryphas Scripturas, 
among the Apocryphal Scriptures. By which after 
all, I conceive he means no more, than that 
Chriſtians were permitted to read the Epiſtle of 
Barnabas, under the Notion of an Apocryphal 
Scripture, for their private Uſe, and not that it 
was read as ſuch in the publick Aſſemblies of 
Chriſtians. For when Jerom means to ſay of any 
Eccleſiaſtical Book, that it was read in the publick 
Aſſemblies, he adds to the Word l/egitur, ſome- 
thing elſe, that is expreſſive of publick Reading. 
For inſtance, ſpeaking of Hermas's Paſtor, in the 


ſame 


( 22 ) 


ſame Work, c. 10. he ſays, apud quaſdam Græ- 
| ciz Ecclefias etiam publice legitur: If is even 
| publickly read by ſome Churches of Greece. Again 
of Clemens Romanus's firſt Epiſtle, c. 15. In non- 
nullts locis etiam publice legitur : In ſome places 
it is even publickly read. Laſtly, of Polycarp's 
| Epiſtle, c. 17. Uſque hodie in Aſiæ Conventu legi- 
tur: 17 is even yet read in the Aſiatick Convention. 


I know of no other forged or Aporryphal Books, 


within the firſt Century, except the Acts of Paul 


and Thecla, of which * Tertullian and + Jerome 


inform us, that it was forged by a Pr 


of Afia, who being detected of the Fraud 
by St. Jobn, and confeſſing the Fact, was degra- 
ed for it. So far were the Chriſtians of thoſe 
times from receiving forged Scriptures, equally 
with genuine ones, or reading them in their pub- 


lick Aſſemblies as Canonical Scriptures, without 
| the leaſt Mark of Diſtinction. 


Since then the earlieſt forged and Apocryphal 
Books, under the Titles of Goſpels, &c. do not 


appear, either to have been cited or publickly read 


by the immediate Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, who 


unqueſtionably both cited and read in their Aſſem- 


blies the Books of the preſent Canon, eſpecially 


the Goſpels, we are now prepared to anſwer the 


Author of the Diſſertation, as to the Queſtion 


following. 


| © The Queſtion hath long been and ſtill is, 


© whether theſe Scriptures (i. e. the ancient For- 
geries under the Names of the — have 
* Not as good a right to be admitted into the Ca- 
non as ſome of the Books now there, and the ra- 
* De Bapr. c. 17. © Catal. Script. Ecel. in Ly 
* « ther 
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ce ther as it does not appear, when or by whom theſe 
« were, ſeparately collected or by what new Teſ- 
te timony they obtained the Diſtinction they at 
'« preſent bear in the Catholick Church?“ p. 4. 
Anſwer, Theſe Scriptures, as our Author calls 
certain forged and Apocryphal Pieces, being not 
certainly either cited or publickly read in the 
Churches by the immediate Succeſſors of the 
Apoſiles, cannot have ſo good a Right to be ad- 
mitted into the Canon, as thoſe that are alread 
there, moſt of which are evidently cited by the 
apoſtolical Fathers, and were very early in the Lec- 
tionary Canon of the Church. I mean thoſe, con- 
cerning which no doubt was ever made by Ca- 
tholick Chriſtians. And for thoſe, call'd the doub:- 
ed Pieces, they have a much better right to be 
where they now ſtand, than any of the Apocry- 
pbal or forged Books, which the Author of the 
D:ſſertation contends for as equally deſerving Ad- 
mitrance into the Canon of the New Teſtament, 
For 1/}, the Epiſtle to the Hebrews is ſpoken of 
by St. Peter, 2 Ep. c. iii. v. 15. Its very Words 
are copiouſly uſed by Clemens Romanus, in an E- 
piſtle written before the Deſtruction of Feruſa- 
lem, and it is found in the old Syrazck Verſion, 
which ſhews that it was publickly read in the 
Chriſtian Churches, early in the 2d Century. 
Whereas nothing like this can be ſaid of thoſe 
Scriptures, which our Adverſary has ſet up as 
Rivals to this and ſome other canonical Books, 
2. The Epiſtle of St. James, being likewiſe a 
rt of the old Syraick New Teſtament, was pub- 
Fickly read as Canonical Scripture, in the Age af- 
ter the Apoſtles, which no- forged or . 
1 ; ; F 0 
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Book appears to have been. 3. The 2d Epiſtle 
of St. Peter is part of it almoſt recited in Terms, 
by the Author of that under the Name of St. 
Jude. But nothing like this can with any Cer- 
tainty be affirmed of thoſe Scriptures, for whoſe 
Admiffion into the Canon, the Author of the Di 


ſertation ſo ſtrongly pleads. 4. The 2d Epiſtle 


of St. John is cited by Treneus, the Scholar of 
Polycarp, who had been St. John's Diſciple, as 
the Work of the Evangeliſt : but neither he nor 
any other Eccleſiaſtical Writer of the ſame An- 
tiquity and Qualifications, does in this manner 
vouch for any of our Author's Scriptures. 5. 
The Book of Revelations is ſpoken of by Juſtin 


' Martyr, an early Writer of the 2d Century, and 
| aſcribed to St. John the Apoſtle, long before the 


Mention of any forged or Apocryphal Book, in 


any Eccleſiaſtical Writings, now extant. 


As to the two remaining Epiſtles, the third of 


St. John and that of Jude, they are not expreſs- 


ly mentioned nor cited, by any Eccleſiaſtical 


Writer, earlier than Clemens Alexandrinus, which, 


conſidering the Shortneſs of them, is not much 


to be wondered at. But ſtill their Pretenſions to Ca- 


nonical Authority are incomparably ſtronger than 
thoſe of the forged and Apocryphal Pieces; ſuch 
are, firſt the Soundneſs of their Matter. 2dly, The 


| Hebraiſms in their Stile, and particularly, the Si- 
milarneſs of the 3d Epiſtle of St. John, in Manner 


and Diction, to the genuine Works of the Evange- 


| liſt, zahy, Their Reception in the Church by 


the Generality of Chriſtians and their Admiſſion 


into moſt of the Catalogues of Scripture from 


the Time of Origen, who drew up the iſt Cata- 
logue 


( 24 ) 
ae of this fort, now extant, to our own Day s 
For 1ſt as to Jude, he is largely and expreſsly 
cited by Clemens Alexandrinns, in the 3d Book of 
his Pædagogus, c. 8. a Work, in which it is re- 
markable, that he never cites any of the Chr:/- 
tian Apocrypba. From whence it is ſtrongly to be 
preſumed, that he looked on the Epiſtle of Fd: 
to be none of that Number. It is likewiſe ſoon 
after cited by Tertullian and by Origen, in the third 
Century, and in general, by moſt of the Fathers 
in the fourth and the ſucceeding ones. As to 
Catalogues, tho' the Epiſtle of Jude be wanting 
in that of Origen, yet this ſeems owing entirely 
to Overſight. For he cites it, as I ſaid before, and 
with this high Encomum, that it was written by 
Jude and filled with the wholeſome Words of heaven- 
ly Grace. In all the following Collections made 
by Euſebius, Athanaftus, the elder Cyril, the Coun- 
cil of Laodicea, Gregory Nazianzen, Epiphanius, 
Philaſtrius, Ferom, Rufjinus, Fſeudo-Dionyſius, St. 
Huben, and the Council of Carthage, the Epiſtle 
of Jude is conſtantly found, without any Mark 
of Doubtfulneſs, except in that of Euſebius. 
2dly, The third Epiſtle of St. Jahn, as well as 
the ſecond, is ſpoken of by Diamſius Alexandri- 
uud, and allowed to be the Work of that Apoſtle, 
and he argues from that Suppoſition, in a criti- 
cal Diſſertation, — = Author of the 
_ 2 * And tho' this third Epiſtle is not, 
rage; cited by the F —— of the ſe- 
cond and third Century, yet that muſt be im- 
puted to Accident, and the no Occaſion thoſe 


* Ap. Euſeb. L 7. c. 25. 
Writers 


tels 
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Writers. had, to make uſe of any Authority from 
ſo ſhort an Epiſtle. For otherwiſe, it was liable 
to no one Objection, that did not equally affect 
the ſecond Epiſtle of St. John. And hence it 
came to paſs, that even in the fourth Century, 
tho' it was then generally received, and tho' 
that Age abounded with more and more volu- 
minous Writers, than the two preceding ones 
joined together, this third Epiſtle was very rare- 
ly cited. But as to Catalogues of Scripture, we 
od it inſerted in all thoſe abovementioned, 
and in two more, viz. that of Origen, who 
preſſes its Reception, and in that * Ampbilo- 
cbius. 

But in all theſe Reſpects the ſpurious and apo- 
cryphal Scriptures of our Adverſaries are very 
defective. For, Fir/t, as to Soundneſs of Mat- 
ter, they all contained Ab/urdities and Falſboads, 
and moſt of them contradicted the genuine 
Writings of the New Teſtament. 24ly, The 
Stile of moſt of theſe Apocryphal Writings diſ- 
covers the Authors of them neither to have been 
Jews nor Helleniſis, as the inſpired Penmen 
univerſally were. Beſides, the aimoſt perpetual 
Allegory, that appears in che Remainders of theſe 
forged Books, is plainly different from the modeſt 


Liberty of that kind taken by the Apoſtles and 
Evangeliſis in their genuine Books. 3dly, Theſe 


| forged Books were never appealed to by the Or- 
74 Writers of the Chriſtian Church, as au- 
thentick Scriptures. Jrenzus condemns all the 


| Goſpels, except thoſe four received into the 


Church's Canon. So does Clemens Alexandrinus, 


and wad he quotes the Preaching of Peter and 
10 E the 
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the Traditions of Matthias, in his Stromata, which 
he compoſed as a Common Place or Repertory, ra- 
ther than a ſet Tract, and therefore allowed him- 
ſelf the greater Liberty in this Reſpe& ; yet in his 
Pædagegus, which he compiled with greater Ex- 
actneſs, we find not one Ecclefiaſtical or Apocry- 
pal Book appertaining to Chriſtianity cited, not fo 
much as the Paſtor of Hermas or the Epiſtle of 
Barnabas. 

Serapion, An. 190. mentions the Goſpel of Pe- 
ter, but reckons it among the yrvderiyexÞe or 
Forgeries under Apoſtolical Names, knowing, ſays 
he, that we have received no ſuch *. 

Tertullian, in the End of the ſecond Century, 
mentions no one forged Book, but the Acts of 
Paul and Thecla, which he declares to have been 
a detected Forgery Þ. 

Origen, towards the middle of the third Cen- 
tury, mentions many forged and apocryphal Gol- 
pels ; but declares, | that the Church received 
only four, the reſt belonging to the Hereticks. 
He alſo mentions the Doctrine of Peter &: but at 
the ſame time condemns it as a Forgery. The 
Acts of Paul are twice * cited by him, but nei—- 
ther time as Authentick Scripture: The Book of 
James is allo appealed to in Origen's Works , but 
in company with the Goſpel of Peter, which he 
elſewhere rejects, as being none of the four Goſ- 
pels received by the Church. Beſides, the Opi- 
nion ſupported by theſe Books, was that of other 


Ap. Eutth. 1. 6. c. 12. f Tertul de Baptiſmo. c. 17. 
2 Ap. Euſeb. Il. 6. c. 25. & Com. in Luc. in initio. 

$ Pref. inlibr. 2; «ear. Com. in Joan. p. 298. & 
S, l. 1. c. 12. f Com. in Mat. p. 211. 
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Men, and does not appear to have been approved 
by himſelf. Laſtly he quores the Epiſtle of Bar- 
nabas : But by leaving that and all the preced- 
ing Apocryphal Books out of his Catalogue of 
Scriptures, extant in Euſebius *, he plainly ap- 
pears to have thought, that they were none of 
them Canonical. 

The Author of a Book de non iterand. Bap- 
tiſin. at the End of St. Cyprian's Works, menti- 
ons the Preaching of Paul, but condems it as an 
Heretical Forgery. 

Lactantius takes a Paſſage from the Preachin 
of Peter and Paul, but not as the Work of ei- 
ther of thoſe Apoſtles. | 

As for the Writers of the fourth Century, 
they never ſpeak of the forged and apocryphal 
Books, ſo highly celebrated by our Author, but 
as ſpurious and forged by Hereticks. 

Agreeably to this, they are alſo omitted, in all 
the abovementioned Catalogues of Scripture, or 
if mentioned, are conſtantly diſtinguiſhed, as 
Apocryphal Books. 


Upon the Strength of theſe Facts therefore, 


we may venture to decide the Queſtion, which 
| the Author of the Diſſertation lays, has long been 
| and noto is, and to pronounce, that the Apecryphal 
| Scriptures, whoſe Cauſe he pleads, have not as 
| good a Right to be admitted into the Canon, as 
even the moſt exceptionable of thoſe, which are 
now found therein. The Afocryphal and the ge- 


nuine Books, eſpecially the Goſpels, do not appear 


from the Beginning, ever to have been blended in 
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one Canon, and from the Days of Trenzn, they 
were apparently ſeparate, Sufficient it is for the 
Juſtification of our preſent Canon that the im- 
mediate Succeſſors of the Apoſtles, appear to 
have uſed no other than it; and that as ſoon as 
the Neceſſity of Affairs required and the Circum- 
ſtances of the Times would permit, this Canon 
was eſtabliſhed by Synods and Councils. * Many 
Synods of Orthodox Churches had certainly 
made Decrees for this Purpoſe, even in the ſe- 
cond Century, tho' no Monuments of them 
remain at preſent. And the Canons of the 
Laodicean Fathers, tho' queſtioned as ſþrrionus 
by Infidels, have, I hope, been ſufficiently de- 
tended +. 

Again, ſince we find it a mere arbitrary A(- 
ſertion of our Author's, that the forged and cano- 
nical Books of the New Teſament were in an 
Age of the Church equally reverenced and promi .- 
cuoufly uſed; ſince the Diſtinction which the latter 
at preſent bears in the Catholick Church, appears 
not to be neto; but there was always a Vall of 
Partition between them and the forged and apo- 
cryphal Pieces; we need no new Teſtimony in 
vindication of our preſent Canon, which rejects 
every forged and apocryphal Book. For whilſt 
the moſt exceptionable Parts of the New Tefta- 


* Tertullian, in his Book de Pudicitia appeals to the Ca 
tholicks concerning the Paſtor of Hermas, whether it had 
not been pronounced «pocryphal and falſe by every Council 
even of their own Churches, which ſufficiently implies that 
ſeveral Councils of Catholick Churches had been holden to 
diltiuguith between true and apocryphal Scriptures. 3 
I See Crit. Exam. of N. Z. and Verſion of N. Teſt. pt. 
2˙ p. 96. & leq. 5 58 5 Os 
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nent appear always to have been received by ſome 
or other of the primitive Churches, the other 
found Admittance only amongſt the worſt forts of 
Hereticks by whom they were compiled. 
Our Author is pleaſed to add, p. 3. © that the 
« Authority of the Scriptures in the preſent Canon 


has been diſputed from their firſt Publication 


„ and Appearance in the World.” By which if 


he means, that there were always Hereticks, who 
| refuſed to bedetermined in thegreat Articles of Re- 


ligion, by the Authority of thoſe Writings which 
the inſpired Perſons left behind them, we will 
not diſpute a thing ſo much beſides the preſent 


| Queſtion. But if his Meaning be, that any Chriſ- 


tians, orthodox or heretical, diſputed the Genuine- 
neſs of all the Books of the New Teſtament, now 
received, from their firſt Publication, we deny 
the Certainty or even the Probability of this Aſ- 
ſertion and defy him to make Proof of it. 

He does indeed ſtrongly affirm this of one 


particular Book, viz. the Goſpel according to Sr. 


Matthew, concerning which he is hardy enough 


| to declare, p. 4. That it hath not only been 
© diſputed but abſolutely rejected by great Num- 
e bers of Chriſtians, ſome of whom were of the 


« primitive Claſs, even the Nazerenes or firſt Con- 


.þ © verts to Chriſtianity, who 'tis believed uſed a 


* worſt ſort of Chriſtians, heretical ones, have de- 
F murred to the Authority of St. Matthew's and 


different Goſpel to it or one very much inter- 
-& © polated and enlarged, which in Oppoſition to 
| © ours they conſtantly affirmed to be the only 
| © true Goſpel of St. Matthew the Apoſtle. 


I have owned above, that Multitudes of the 


indeed 
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indeed of all the other received Goſpels : but I 
am confident our Author does not find from good 
Authorities, that any of the i Oppoſers of St. 
Matthew's Goſpel pretended that it was not writ- 
ten by that Apoſtle. They plainly rejected it on 
a quite different Pretence, namely, that they them- 


ſelves were wiſer than the Apoſtles and their own 


traditionary Doctrines of greater Credit, than the 
Writings of Matthew and his Brother Evange- 
liſts. Further, that the firſt Converts to Chriſti- 
anity were called Nazarenes by their Enemies, we 
grant, but that they ever aſſumed that name 
themſelves, appears not, and indeed is every way 
improbable. The firſt Notice we have, that any 
Chriſtians diſtinguiſhed themſelves by ſuch an 
Appellation is, from Epiphanius and Jerome to- 
wards the End of the fourth Century, who both 
ſpeak of the Nazarenes, as Hereticks. Theſe in- 
deed it is juſtly believed, uſed à different Goſpel 
Tom that of St. Matthew, or as others have 
thought, St. Matthew's Original, very much inter- 
folated and enlarged : but that theſe Nazarenes, 
conſtantly affirmed theirs to be the only true 
Goſpel of St. Matthew, in oppoſition to ours, is 
demonſtrably falſe in fact, and in the Nature of 
the Thing incredible. 

Antiquity is altogether filent about any ſuch 
Oppoſition and we do not find that the Judaizing 
Chriſtians, under any denomination, ever pre- 
rended to be Maſters of a Goſpel according to 
St. Matthew, that differed from ours; particu- 
larly, that Sect which called themſelves Naga- 
renes, in the fourth Century, had no ſuch Pre- 
tenſions ; but called their Goſpel the Goſpel ac- 

1 | cording 
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cording to the Hebrews, and ſometimes according to 
the Apoſtles . The Catholick Chriſtians indeed 
of thoſe Days, who not underſtanding the Chal- 
dee in which the Nazarene Goſpel was written, 
knew bur little of it, having in their Heads the 
old Tradition, that St. Matthew's Goſpel was 
originally written in that Language, generally 
concluded that theſe Goſpels muſt have been 
originally one and the ſame. And FJerom, as his 
manner was, in his Catalogue of Illuſtrious Writ- 
ers, to keep cloſe ro the Authors from whence 
he took his Materials for that Work, without inter- 
poſing his own Judgment, delivers the common 
Opinion, that the Nazarenesof Berga uſed the very 
Hebrew of St. Matthew : Tho' he who tranſlated 
that Goſpel, and has left us ſo many Fragments 
of it, different from our preſent Copies, the Ge- 
nuineneſs of which he never in the leaſt doubt- 
ed, muſt have known, that there were few Things 
in common between them, except the Language 
in which they were both written. 


*The Goſpel of the Nazarenes and Ebionites were, in 
the main, the ſame: But of the latter, Epiphanius little leſs 
than expreſly affirms, that tho? they uſed the Goſpel accor- 
ding to St. Matthew, they did not call it his, but the Go- 


ſpel according to the Hebrews; his Words are, % xo, 
| ply g Guru To xarx Mare tuaryyinor, (Try, Yap g den, ws 3 0b 


zar KypwFor, xp ove) x%AgST: Of ture xare ER,, Indeed 


| theſe alſo receive the Goſpel according to St Matthew (and 
| it is the only Goſpel made nſe of by them and the Cerinthi- 
ans) but they call it the Goſpel according to the Hebrews. 


The particles ww and 5, ſhew a plain Oppoſition of Senſe; 


and that tho' the Ebionites in the Judgment of Epiphanius, 
received the Goſpel of St. Matthew, they did not admit it 
under the preciſe Notion of a Goſpel written by him; and 
| therefore called it by another Name. 


I have 
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1 have elſewhere + alſo obſerved, that this 
Goſpel of the Nazarenes ſpeaks in the Name of 
the Apoſtles in general : So that thoſe Hereticks 
could not, without the utmoſt Abſurdity, inſiſt 
on its being the true Goſpel of St. Matt heꝛv. 

Since then the firſt Chriſtians do not appear 
to have rejected the preſent Goſpel of St. Mat- 
thew, and ſince they who did reject it, laid no- 
thing of Forgery or Spuriouſneſs to its Charge, 
but ſeem, by the manner of their Oppoſition, 
rather to have admitted it, as the genuine Work 
of that Apoſtle, ſuch Rejection could not raiſe 
great Suſpicion of the Genuineneſs of our preſent 
Goſpel among any impartial or confidering Men; 
bur is on the other hand a very ſtrong Argu- 
ment of its being unqueſtionably the Work of 
that Apoſtle. 

Nor could any Suſpicions of this kind be fo- 
mented by the little Notice that is taken of this 

tended Rejection, by my Lord of London, in 
his third Paſtoral Letter, which, our Author 
will have it, hath alſo very much contributed 
to that Suſpicion. The earlieſt Enemies to the 
Genuineneſs of St. Matthew's Goſpel are found 
to have been the Manichees, a Set never heard 
of in the World till the latter end of the third 
Century; and the next to them are the German 
Anabaptiſts of the ſixteenth Century; and from 
both theſe our Author hath not diſdained to 
borrow Weapons in his preſent War upon the 
bleſſed Evangeliſt. But tho' he has thought the 


j Vindication of the Goſpel according to St. Matthew, 
P. So, 81. ; 
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trivial Objections of theſe Yifonaires worth his 
Notice, the Biſhop had juſt Reaſon to deſpiſe 
them. For, as Teſtimonies, they were both 
too late to affect the Genuineneſs of St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel, which till Manes's Time, had 
paſſed, for ought we can find, for the Work of 
that Apoſtle without Contradiction. Nor did 
thoſe wild Hereticks, I mean the Manzchees, 
pretend there was any Defect in the Church's 
Tradition, for St. Matthew's being Author of 
the Goſpel aſcribed ro him, or produce any 
Counter- Tradition of their own, but rejected 
this Goſpel, and indeed the entire New Teſta- 
ment, on the bare Word of their Teacher Mares, 
who pretending to be the Paraclet, by Virtue 
of that infallible Character, pronounced them 
all ſpurious. See Rzchard/on's Canon of the New 
Teſtament vindicated, p. 58. 

What therefore his Lordſhip offers in Support 
both of the Genuineneſs and Authority of St. 
Matthew's Goſpel, is enough to put both out of 
all Diſpute with Men of Senſe and Candor. 
And notwithſtanding all our Author's Pretences 
to the contrary, the ill Uſage he on every Oc- 
caſion beſtows upon that learned Prelate, is an 
undoubted Indication, that he had but too well 
ſucceeded in eſtabliſhing the Canon of the New 
Teſtament, If the third Paſtoral Letter had 


\ thus really ſerved any Purpoſes of Infidelity, the 


Partiſans of it would filently have rejoiced in the 


Effects, and have been leſs abuſive to the Right 


Reverend Author. | 
The Diſſertation Writer is pleaſed to obſerve, 


f. 7 and 8, © That ſome Chriſtians have found 
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fault with, and raiſed Scruples even from 
the ſtared Number, of our preſent Goſpels, 
« itſelf; alledging, that in the main, they con- 
« tain little more than a fourfold Relation of 
« the ſame Facts, of the ſame One Divine 
« Perſon, of which they imagine the Holy 
& Ghoſt could never be the Author: For who 
« will ſay the Holy Ghoſt could ever be the 
« Dictator of Superfluity and Repetition; or 
<« that if he had inſpired the Writer Coppoſe) 
« of any one Goſpel, ſuch Goſpel alone ſhoul 

« not have been ſufficient to all the Purpoſes of 
« Evangelical Revelation? 

But here, Firſt, It is falſe to ſay, that the Go- 
ſpels contain little more than a fourfold Rela- 
tion of the ſame Facts. The Reader, on his 
own Peruſal, will find very many Facts related 
in St. Luke and St. Fohn, of which no Notice is 
taken by either of che former Evangeliſts, and 
others related by St. Matthew and St. Mark, 
which have no place in the latter Ones. 24h, 
Where the ſame Facts are related by the four 
Evangeliſts, they are ſeldom told in the ſame 
Words: But commonly each of them contri- 
butes ſomewhat to illuſtrate or explain the reſt. 
3dly. Therefore, ſince there is no mere Super- 
fluicy and Repetition among the four Evangelift, 
but even their Variations conduce to the fuller 
and clearer Underſtanding of many Paſſages in, 
the Hiſtory of our Lord, their Goſpels are not. 
on this Account unworthy of the Relation which, 
Chriſtians ſuppoſe they ſtand in to the Bleffed Spi- 
Tit. - 4tbly, Admitting the Holy Ghoſt to have 
inſpired the Writer, (fuppoſe) of any one Goſpel, 
TIS WE. there 
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there would be no Abſurdity in ſay ing, that ſuch 


Goſpel alone might not be ſufficient to all the 
Purpofes of evangelical Revelation. Becauſe 
the Holy Ghoſt might not intend that ahy one 
Goſpel ſhould be h 1 but might ſee 
cauſe rather to ſerve thoſe Purpoſes, by ſeveral Per- 
ſons, ſucceſſively writing under his Directions. 
Our Author proceeds, p. 8. with the Ob- 
jections, as he pretends, of ſome nameleſs Chri- 
ſtians. The Number of Goſpels, ſay they, 
* refle& Deficiency on each other, more Go- 
*“ ſpels than one, inſtead of witneſſing for, im- 
« ply Defe&s in thoſe that went before; for the 
« ſupplying of which the latter were neceſſarily 
«« publiſhed ; for Inſtance, Sr. Luke wrote his 
“ Goſpel, only, becauſe many who had under- 
* taken, atrempted or endeavoured at the fame 
Thing before him, had not acquitted them- 
« felves faithfully, or had not been ſufficiently 
« accurate therein; this is the Senſe moſt Inter- 
** preters put on the firſt Words of St. Luke's 
© Proemium ; and ſome think he muſt needs have 
«* had Regard to Matthew's Goſpel (amon 
* others) which was then extant, and coul 
© not but be known to him. | 
To all which I anſwer, That if by the De- 
fetts and Deficiency in the firſt Goſpels, our 


Author means no more, than that they were not 


{ complear, bur that there was room for others 
to come after, and make uſeful Additions, we ad- 
mit the Fact, but till fee nothing in all this, 
chat calls in queſtion the inſpired Characters of 
the former Evangeliſts. For ** that the 
Holy Ghoſt es, ma thoſe Goſpels, 
& 5 2 9 


and 


636 
and that the Evangeliſts were no more than the Con- 
duit Pipes of Revelation (which tho' conſtantly 
urged upon us by the Author of the Differtation, 
is not the Inſpiration contended for by the Gene- 
rality of Chriſtians) yet Defects in the Senſe above- 
mentioned, are every way conſiſtent with Divine In- 
ſpiration. The contrary Opinion ſuppoſes, what 
never has, nor ever can be proved, v:z. That the 
Bleſſed Spirit muſt at once dictate every thing to 
the Evangeliſt employed by him, and can never 
poſſibly ſee Cauſe to employ others afterwards in 
the ſame Work. But if by the Deficiency, which 
it is pretended, the Number of Goſpels reflect on 
each other, be meant Unfaithfulneſs, ar Errors 
proceeding from want of Care, we utterly deny 
that the latter Evangeliſts either expreſly or vir- 
tually reflect any ſuch Deficiency on their Pre- 
deceſſors. The Inſtance of St. Luke proves no- 
thing of this kind, neither in his firſt, nor in 
any other Words of his Prozmium: Does that 
Evangeliſt charge thoſe who have gone before 
him in writing the Goſpel Hiſtory, either with 
Diſhoneſty or Negligence ? On the contrary he 
ſeems, according to the moſt probable Con- 
ſtruction of his Words, rather to commend them, 
and to ſay of them, that they had attempted to 
compile Narratives of the Facts believed among 
Chriſtians, x in the very ſame manner as 
thoſe who had from the Beginning been Eye-Wit- 
neſſes and Miniſters of the word, had delivered them. 
So that it would prove no Diſparagement to 
St. Matthew's Goſpel, tho' that were ſuppoſed to 
be in the Number of thoſe referred to in the firſt 
Words of St, Luke's Progmium, as ſome, it 


I ſeems, 
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ſeems, of our Author's Acquaintance think. But 
indeed the thing of itſelf is ſtrangely improbable, 

For tho' St. Matthew's Goſpel was then extant, 7 
and known to St. Luke, yet he knew it under the | 
Character of a Goſpel, written by one who was 

himſelf an Eye-//itneſs and Miniſter of the Word: 

Whereas the Evangeliſts referred to by St. Luke, 

are deſcribed by him to have been none of this 

ſort, but Perſons, who, like himſelf, received 

their Intelligence at ſecond Hand. 

But if this Inſtance comes ſhort of the Point 
of which our Author is ſomewhat conſcious, he 
promiſed himſelf better Succeſs in what follows : 
For he adds, „But however this be, tis manifeſt 
in Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtory, that the ſole Occa- 
« fion of St Jobn's writing his Goſpel in his 
very old Age, was purely to ſupply the Defects 
« which himſelf and the Aſian Biſhops had ob- 
| « ſery'd in all the other three.” For which he 
refers us, in a Note at the bottom of the Page, to 
| Euſebius, Clemens Alexandrinus, Ferom and Epipha- 
nius, and to particular Places in each of them. But 
here it unluckily happens, that two of his Witneſſes, 
* Jerom and Epipbanius, ſpeak directly againſt 
him: For they aſſign another Cauſe for St. Fohr's 
writing a Goſpel, beſides that of ſupplying Defects 
in former Evangeliſts, vig. The Confutation of 
Cerinthus's and Ebions Hereſy. Indeed Epipba- 


* Seripſit Evangelium rogatus ab Aſiæ . Epiſcopis adver- 
ſus Cerinthum alioſque Hæreticos & maxime tunc Ebionita» 
tum do 5 conſurgens, qui aſſerunt Chriſtum ante Mariam 
non fail e. Sed & aliam cauſam hujus Scripture ferunt. 
This ſecond Cauſe, altogether diſtinct from the firſt, he makes 
to be the ſupplying of Defects. 

t Epiph. Hæreſ. 51. Alog. 
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niiis ſpeaks of this, without mentioning any other 
Now poſſibly our Author may reckon it a De- 
fect in St. Matthew, and the two next Evange- 
lifts, that they had not anticipated Hereſies, 
which had no Being when they wrote. But 
every impartial Man muſt fee, that this would 
be downright Prevarication, built upon Words 
ſtrained beyond their natural Meaning. For at 
this rate, it might as well be charged upon the 
Evangeliſts, as a Defect, that they had not ob- 
viated every Hereſy that has arifen in the Church, 
to our own Times, or that ſhall hereafter arife. 
It is not therefore manifeſt from Ecclefaſticai 
Hiſtory, that the ſole Occaſton of St. John's writ- 
ing his Goſpel, was purely to ſupply the Defects 
of the other three. Some of our Author's own 
Witneſſes aſſign a different Cauſe, v/z. The Rife 
of Hereſies, which the other three Evangeliſts 
could not ptovide againſt; becauſe it happened 
long after their Goſpels were written; to whom 
may be added Jrenæus, who, l. 3. adv. Her. c. 11. 
affarcs us, that St. Jom wrote his Goſpel, as an 
Antidote againſt the Error of Cerinthus. And 
agreeable to all this, the learned Moderns till 
aſſign the Supply of Defetts and the 8 of 
Herefies, as diſtinct Motives, to St. Jobm to write 
his Goſpel, tho our Adverfary, for his own Con- 
venience, has thought fit to unite and make 
them one. | 
Let us hear how he proceeds, p. 9. This the 

Fathers generally acknowledge, tho in fo do- 
« ing (tis apprehended) they immediately fub- 
% vert the Divine Authority of thofe Goſpels; 
< which few in Reading theſe Fathers obferve; 


« not 


( 39 ) 
not becauſe of the Difficulty, but becauſe Men 
dare not ſee, nor look into the Grounds of their 
* Belief, taken implicitly from their Teachers.“ 
The Omiffion of ſome Facts in the former 
Evangeliſts, which the ſucceeding ones filled up; 
cannot poſſibly ſubvert the Authority of thoſe 
Gofpels, till it be proved, that every inſpired 
Writer muſt neceſſarily exhauſt his Subject, and 
that the Holy Ghoſt cannot poſſibly intend that 
| the Purpoſes of Evangelical Revelation, ſhall be 
ſupplied by ſeveral ſucceſſive Hands. Our Au- 
thor is perhaps the firſt that has apprehended, 
or rather mifapprehended, the Danger to the 
Divine Authority of the Goſpels from ſuch Ac- 
knowledgments of the Fathers: But ſure I am, 
he did not obſerve this in reading thoſe Fathers 
himſelf; becauſe he has given usa Demonſtration 
that he took their Acknowledgments on this Sub- 
ject, not from their Writings, but from the third 
Vol. of Mr. Fones's New and full Method, &e. 
c. 14. P. 138. where that Gentleman laying it 
down, that St. Joba's ſecond Intent in writing 
his Goſpel, was, to ſupply the Defects of our 
Saviour's Hiſtory in the other three Goſpels, re- 
fers in the bottom of the Page to the very ſame» 
Fathers, whom the Author of the Diſſertation 
has alſo referred to. But it fo fell out, that 
there ſhould be an Error of the Preſs in Mr. 
Tones's laſt Reference, that to Epiphanius, where 
inſtead of Hæreſi 51. Alogor. we now have Havef.: 
11. Algor. and this Miſtake our Adverſary has 
with great Fidelity tranſcribed into his Diſſerta- 
tion, where it ſtands thus, Hare. a. Ag. And 
thus it is theſe Pretenders to the Knowledge 
. of 


(49) 
of Antiquity make their Parade among the Vul- 
gar, as Men of profound Reading ; they garble 
the Collections of others, and retail the Thefts 
for their own, till ſome particular Marks diſ- 
cover the true Owners. 

The Author's laſt Remark introduces a Story, 
not a little reflecting on the Memory of a Right 
Reverend Biſhop, now with God, who, when 
perſuaded to examine the Merits of the, Trinita- 
rian Controverſy, made this Reply to Mr. V biſ⸗ 
ton, as he himſelf affirms. © Sir, I dare not ex- 
de amine, I dare not examine; for if we ſhould 
ce examine, and find that you are in the Right, 
the Church has then been in an Error ſo many 
© hundred Years.” 

The Truth of this Anſwer depends upon Mr. 
Whiſfton's Character for Veracity, and wherever 
that paſſes for unqueſtionable, the Prelate is cer- 
tainly given up as a very weak and inſincere Per- 
ſon. But a leſs warm Man than Mr. Whifton 
would have been afraid to publiſh ſuch an Ac- 
count, however perſuaded that it was true. He 
would have reflected how diſingenuous it muſt 
appear, for any one to attack the Reputation of 
a Perſon in his Grave, upon his own role Teſti- 
mony, He would further have conſidered, how 
hard it muſt be to gain Belief, that Biſhop Smal- 
dridge ſhould fall into ſuch a Panick, merely! on 
the Propoſal of examining into a fundamental 
Doctrine of Chriſtianity, who had ſo long and 
reputably preſided over Divinity Diſputations at 
Oxford. What could ſuch a Man expect to find 
upon Enquiry, more than he had heard objected 
in the Schools? Nothing ſure conſiderable enough 

to 
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to give him any Apprehenſions for the Doctrines 


of the Catholick Church. 

But however this may be, the Author of the 
Diſſertation has thought fit to obſerve, from the 
very {light Defence, as he calls it, made by my 
Lord of London, in his third Paſtoral Letter for 
the Goſpel Hiſtory in general, and its reputed 
Authors in particular, „That Biſbop Smalridge 
his Caſe was not ſingular, that if the Author 
* of Paſtoral Letter were ſincere, his Knowledge 
«* of the Subject muſt have been ſuperficial, 
“ For that if he had dared to examine things 
e deeply, and acquainted himſelf more intimate- 
« ly with the Oppoſition ſome Books of the 
« New Teſtament have met with, and the Ar- 
e guments of the Hereticks thereupon, he would 
« have choſe not have entred into the Diſqui- 
% fition at all, rather than have left it upon 
et ſuch pitiful Evidence, as muſt needs increaſe 
© the Number of thoſe Hereticks. 

The Right Reverend Author here aimed ar, 
calls his Letter a Paſtoral one, the Nature of 
which evinces, that his Deſign in general was, 
to convey Inſtruction to his Dioceſe, and he ex- 
preſly declares, p. 7. that his principal Intention 
was, © to give his People a clear View of the 


« Ryidences both of the Truth and the Autho- 


e rity of the New Teſtament Writings.” But 
does ſuch a View become the leſs clear by his 
Lordſhip's Silence concerning the Oppoſition 
and Arguments of Hereticks? (and of all Oppo- 


ſition to ſacred Books within the Church, he has 


made particular mention.) The Advocates for 


Infidelity know in their own Conſciences, that 
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it does not. Being unable therefore to find fault 
with the Biſhop's Conduct in the Purſuit of his 
own avowed Deſign, and yet reſolved to find 
fault, the only Courſe left, was, that which they 
have taken, to aſſign him a Province, which he 
never dreamt of, and to perſuade the World, that 
his Lordſhip, inſtead of inſtructing the Believ- 
ers of his Dioceſe, was ſuſtaining the Aſſaults of 
Infidels, inſtead of ſpeaking plainly and uſefully 
to Men of all Capacities, had undertaken a 
Diſquiſition, only for the Satisfaction of the 
Learned. 

Page 13. Our Author obſerves, © That where- 
« as the Letter-Writer lays great Streſs on the 
« ancient Enemies of Chriſtianity, as having 

« never denied the Goſpel Facts, it may 
with much better Grace be affirmed they 
« never believed them; for if they did, why 
« were they any longer Enemies to Chriſtianity ?” 
As if there was no Medium between denying the 
Goſpel Facts and believing them. Not but that 
many who allowed the Goſpel Facts, yet con- 
tinued ſpiteful Enemies to Chriſtianity, Of this 
ſort was Celſus and others, who having nothing to 
object againſt the Truth of the Goſpel Hiſtory, 
and unwilling, at the ſame time, to own that 
the Miracles therein mentioned were Divine At- 
teſtations to the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, 
placed them to the Account of Magick, and 

the Power of Charms. 
But he proceeds, ibid. The Goſpels teſti- 
« fy, and the Event of Things too plainly 
„ proves, that the Divine Jeſus lived and died 
* without Honour in his own Country,” The 
3 Fe Goſpels 
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Goſpels teſtify, that Jeſus had not the ſame Ho- 
nour paid him at Nazareth, the Place of his 
Education, as in other Parts: But that he lived 
without Honour in his own Country, taking that 
Expreſſion to extend to Fudea and Galilee, and 
the adjacent Countries that were inhabited by 
Jeus, is not ſaid in the Goſpels. On the con- 
trary, they relate how the “ Fame of him was 


| ſpread abroad throughout Galilee, how Men in 


High Place, as + Rulers of the Synagogue fell 
at his Feet; that the People F were once about 
to take him by Force, and make him a King; 
how not long before his Death, he rode into 
Jeruſalem, in all the Pomp and Triumph of a 
Royal Entry. Theſe and many other Inſtances 
we have of the Honour paid to Jeſus in his Life- 
time, and how generally the Fame of him and 
his mighty Works was known in his own Coun- 
try. And that Pagan Authors, who wrote of 
him at, or near his own Time, neither expreſly 
denied the Goſpel Facts, nor delivered any thing 
concerning him, that was inconſiſtent with thoſe 
Facts, we aſſuredly conclude from hence, that 
neither Celſus, Porphyry nor Fulian, who lived 
before the Deſtruction of the early Antichriſtian 
Writings, found any thing in them to juſtify the 
Denial of thoſe Facts. So that the Silence of 
the antient Enemies to Chriſtianity about the 
Facts of the Goſpel, is both a clear and ſtrong 

Preſumption that they were inconteſtable. 
Page 16. Our Author is poſitive, that the 
Eccleſiaſticks alone had the Goſpels and other 
Mat. iv. 24. ix, 16, 31. xiv. 1. I Lake viii. 41. 

C Tobn vi. 15, + Mar. xxi. 7, 8, 9, Cc. 
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Books of the New Teſtament in their Hands, 
and that they preſerved them carefully from the 
Heathen, till the third or fourth Century. In 
my Vindication of St. Matthew's Goſpel, p. 71, 
72. I have ſhewn this to be entirely a Miſtake, 
apd what it was gave an Handle to our Adver- 
ſary for this Calumny. But ſince the writing of 
that, I am able to produce expreſs Teſtimony 
againſt it. For whereas the Diſſertation Writer 
is expreſs, p. 38. that the Sacred Writings of the 
New Teſtament could not be obtained by the 
Heathen, but thro' Force and Stealth, for the 
firſt 300 Years of the Chriſtian Ara, let our 
Author hear Tertullian, who lived and wrote in 
the End of the fecond Century, declaring the 
contrary in the 311t c. of his Apology. In an- 
ſwer to thoſe who would by no Means allow 
the Loyalty of the Chriſtian Religion, he ſpeaks 
thus. Qu ergo putas mbil nos de ſalute Caſarum 
curare, inſpice Dei voces, literas noſtras, quas ne- 
gue ipſi ſuprimimus & flerigue Caſus ad extrancees 
transferunt. You who think we have no So- 
“ licitude for the Safety of the Emperors, in- 
* ſpect the Words of God, our Scriptures, which 
«* we our ſelves do not ſuppreſs, and which many 
& Accidents put in the Hands of ſuch as are 
“ Strangers to us.” If ſuch Evidence as this 
does not ſtop the Progreſs of this Scanda] upon 
the primitive Chriſtians, it muſt be reſolved into 
the Malice and ſettled Obſtinacy of thoſe who 
manage for Infidelity. For no Words can more 
plainly evince, that the Ecclefiaſticks of the three 
firſt Centuries, did not carefully preſerve the 
Books of the New Teſtament from the Hea- 
thens, 
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thens, and that in Fact, Force and Stealth were 
not their only Means of coming at thoſe Books 
but that they had them by the ſame Variety of 
Chances, which makes other Books, not de- 
ſignedly or conſtantly ſuppreſſed, change their 
Owners. | 

Page 32. Note at the Bottom, © The Diſ- 
* tinction of ſacred Books into Canonical and 
« Apocryphal, was firſt invented by Hereticks, to 
* which the Church, after ſome Time, was 
“ obliged to yield. ——Each Party eſpouſing 
te thoſe Scriptures as canonical, in which their 
« peculiar Tenets were to be found, the reſt 


they termed Apocryphal, or Deutro-canoni- 


* cal, ſuffering them to be read not only ar 
« home, but in publick Aſſemblies.“ 

A notable Account of the firſt Diſtinction be- 
tween Canonical and Apocryphal Scriptures! But 
ſo far as the Church is concerned, there is nei- 
ther Truth nor Probability in it. The Extrava- 
gancies indeed of Hereticks this way, exceeded 
the Account here given: For they not only made 
it a Rule to reject all Scriptures, however atteſt- 
ed to be the Writings of inſpired Authors, that 
made againſt them, but alſo forged many ſuch 
to give direct Countenance to their own wild 
and wicked Opinions, Beſides this, out of the 
Church's Canon, which alike in all its Parts, ſtood 


upon the foot of uninterrupted Tradition, they 


each fingled out, and received particular Books, 
that they thought might be moſt eaſily pervert- 
ed to eſtabliſh their reſpective Errors. And ſome 
of them, when they found not their Account 
in taking Canonical Books entire, omitted fuck 

; Lally 
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Parts of them, as were too ſtubborn for their 
Purpoſe. With theſe and the like. Practices they 
are charged by the early Fathers of the Church. 
But nothing of this fort ever was, or ever could, 
with the leaſt Colour of Probability, be alledged 
againſt the orthodox Chriſtians. The only Rule 
with chem for diſtinguiſhing the Merits of Books, 
that pretended to Apoſtolical Authority, was, that 
of Preſcription. Whatever Writings had been 
received in the ſeveral Churches, and handed 
down without Interruption, through the Succeſ- 
fion of Biſhops, theſe ſtood firff in the Claſs of 
Scriptures. Others, that found Admittance in 
ſome Churches, but had not been taken in by 
general Conſent, for /eme Time, and in ſome 
Places, had only a ſecondary and doubtful Autho- 
rity. But thoſe, which no Catholick Church 
had received into its Code, and which were 
found only in heretical Conventicles, were, for that 
Reaſon, rejected as ſpurious and forged. Whereas, 
if the Church's Method had been, as our Author 
confidently reports, to eſpouſe thoſe Scriptures 
for canonical, in which their peculiar Tenets 
were to be found, many of the doubtful Books 
muſt have, from the beginning, been eſpouſed 
for unqueſtionable, becauſe they contained the 
ſame Tenets with thoſe, which were ſtrictly ca- 
nonical. But after all, if the Primitive Church 
had obſerved the Method aſcribed to them in the 
Note now before us, and rejected many Scrip- 
tures, merely becauſe her Tenets were not 
found in them; ſuch Conduct had been infinitely 
more reaſonable on her Part, than on that of the 
Hereticks: For many Churches were founded by 

4 Apoſtles, 
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Apoſtles, before there were any Scriptures of the 
New Teſtament : During which Time the Preach- 
ing of the Apoſtles and their Succeſſors in thoſe 
Churches, was their Rule of Faith and Practice. 
And this Doctrine was, for ſome Centuries, preſerv- 
ed invariable throughout the wide Confines of the 
Chriſtian World; which was a Demonſtration, 
that it had received no Mixtures or Corruprions : 
For, conſidering the Diſtance of the ſeveral 
Churches, the Variety of Languages uſed in 
them, and the Difficulty of Correſpondence be- 
tween the diſperſed Communities under almoſt 
conſtant Perſecution : I ſay, confidering all this, 
nothing could account for their exact Agreement 
in Doctrine, but their having kepr inviolably ro 
the firſt Teaching of their inſpired Founders, 
Whenever therefore the Primitive Chriſtians 
found Books under Apoſtolical Names, with 
Tenets different from Apoſtolical Preachings, 
they had reaſon to reject them, being aſſured, 
that inſpired Perſons could not preach one thing, 
and commit another to Writing. But the Caſe 
of Hereticks was very different from that of the 
Orthodox. Their Traditionary Tenets were nei- 
ther ancient nor uniform. They could recur no 
higher upwards than to Valentinus and Marcion, 
or others their reſpective Maſters, between 
whom, and the Apoſtolical Times, there was a 
large Hiatus, Nor were the Hereticks unani- 
mous in their Traditions, but each of their Sub- 
diviſions had Tenets rejected by other Hereticks, 
as well as by the Church. It was therefore the 
higheſt Pitch of Impudence in theſe Men, to 
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make their modern and diſcordant Syſtems of 
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Faith, the Rule whereby to judge, what Scriptures 


ought to be eſpouſed, and what repudiated. 
P. 33. Speaking of the Occaſion of St. Mat- 
thew's writing a Goſpel, our Author pronounces 
it to be very uncertain. ** All we can gather (fay 
« his Adverſaries) from among Hiſtorians con- 
« cerning this, is from Euſebius, who they think 
« gives but a ſcurvy Account of this Matter, — 
« According to him neither the twelve Apoſtles 
t nor ſeventy Diſciples were much inclined to 
ce write Books: He ſays Matthew and Jobn only 
« have left us any written Memoirs (or hiſtorical 
* Goſpels) and farther, that even theſe two were 
% compelled to write what they did (by their 
« Auditors he means) Matthew in particular by 
« the Hebrews, when he was on the Point of 
« ſetting out on his Travels, to preach the Goſ- 
<« pel to the Gentiles.“ 

But here it would not be improper, to demand 
a Reaſon of this Writer, why he calls the Oc- 
caſion of St. Matthew's publiſhing his Goſpel un- 
certain, when ſo ancient and veritable an Hiſto- 
rian, as Euſebius, is expreſs in that Point. For is 
there any thing improbable in the Account he 
gives, or do other Hiſtorians aſſign a different 
Occaſion ? No, neither of theſe is the Caſe. On- 
ly it is the Will and Pleaſure of our Author to 
diſparage the Goſpel in hand, by repreſenting 
every Circumſtance belonging thereto, as uncer- 
tain. Further, he pretends to give us Euſebius's 
own Senſe of this Matter, and accordingly has 
printed it in Italick. And if we might _ 
upon the Honour of an Infidel, who has declar'd, 
P. 6. © chat every thing he has taken out of the 
718 2 a « Fathers 
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« Fathers and Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians, in relation 
« to St. Matthew's Goſpel, is fairly cited,” it 
would be needleſs to examine, how honeſtly he 
has behaved in the Caſe before us. But as this is 
a Compliment which controverfial Writers ſeldom 
pay each other, fo the Enemies to Chriſtianity, of 
all others, have the leaſt Reaſon to expect it, af- 
ter ſo many Forfeitures of Character on this Ac- 
count. And upon Enquiry, we find no Cauſe 
to repent of our Diſſidence. For tho' Euſebius 
owns, in general Expreſſion, that the two Apo- 
ſtolical Evangeliſts were under a Neceſjity of wri- 
ting, yet, with reſpe& to St. Matthew, he neither 
ſays nor intimares, that his Auditors laid him un- 
der that Nece//ity, by any Importunity of theirs, 
but rather that the Apoſtle determined himſelf to 
commit his Goſpel to writing, from the Exigen- 
cy of his own Affairs, which required his Abſence 
from his Countrymen, and out of a tender re- 
gard for their future Welfare *. And, moſt cer- 
tain it is, that the Hiſtorian does not ſay, what 
our Author expreſsly fathers upon him, vig. that 
St. Matthew was compelled to write by the Hebrews, 
As to the other Evangeliſt St. ohn, neither does 
it appear, that Euſebius meant he wrote his Goſ- 
pel entirely thro' the Compulſion of his Audi- 
tors. His Words are theſe r. Tis ſaid that St. 


H 4% ohn 
* Marb dies, wy ve TATE, 'E329guus unovzcas, we 
EUEAAE 2 £0 ETLEY5 141-19 T ATI AW: Arn Y2%Þn rage que 
To X&T &vTOv Evayſtnov, T6 Acifov Th avts Tagesoig, Tu- 
Tos &Q wv £5iatro dich Ths yeuQns amines, HH. E. I. 3. 
c. 24. 
+ I ami apt to think that if Euſebius had intended to ſay, 
that Jobs was requeſted by his Friends, he would not have 
ET contented 
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Jobn having for many Years delivered the Go- 
ſpel by Word of Mouth, did at length pro- 
« Ceed to write on this Occaſion. The three a- 
« fore written Goſpels by this time had got into 
« every one's hand, and conſequently into Sr, 
« Tohn's; who is ſaid to have received them (for 
« genuine) having born Teſtimony to the Truth 
« of them.” The only thing he thought want- 
ing to the (Evangelical) Scripture, was a Narra- 
tive concerning thoſe things which Chriſt did 
in the beginning of his Preaching. Here then 
we have the firſt and principal Motive of St. John's 
writing a Goſpel, to wit, his own Obſervation 
concerning the Deficiency of the former ones. 
| Afterwards indeed, according to the“ common 
Acceptation of Euſebius his Words, he is made 
to ſay thus +. © For theſe Reaſons tis reported 


c 


* 


* 


contented himſelf with the ſingle Expreſſion of ra 
ber, but would have added, as at other times, dd 7&7 


V': rather therefore believe the following Verſion 


comes nearer to the Senſe of Eaſebius. They ſay that Jon 
the Apoltle, induced by theſe Motives, ſet down in his Got- 
pel, Oc. But this I entirely ſubmit to the Judgment of the 


Learned. 
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* that 7obn the Apoſtle, af the Requeſt of his 
“Friends, ſet down in his Goſpel our Saviour's 
c Tranſactions during that time, which the for- 
* mer Evangeliſts had paſſed over in Silence.” 
Bur according to this, which 1s the received In- 
terpretation, it is evident at firſt fight that St. 
. was not compelled to write what he did, by 

is Auditors, but only deſired, and that the De- 
fire of St. John's Friends was only the ſecond and 


ſubſidiary Cauſe of his writing, whilſt the i, 


the urgent, the compulſive Reaſon, was, to per- 
fect the evangelical Hiſtory, which he thought, 
as it then ſtood, was ſomewnat defective. 

Thus we ſee, that the Author of the Diſſerta- 
tion has put a falſe Senſe upon the Words of Eu- 


ſebius, with regard to both the apoſtolical Evan- 


geliſts, when he makes him mean, that they were 
compelled to write what they did, by their Auditors. 
And we ſhould be utterly at a loſs, why ſo much 
pains is taken to repreſent this Account in ſo 


feurvy a manner, if what comes next had not hap- 


pily explained it. For he immediately d:/cants 
thus upon it. 

«* By which this Father would unhappily in- 
* finuate that neither Matthew nor John wrote of 
“ their own Inclination or Free- motion of the 
* Holy Ghoſt, but that they were obliged there- 
to by their own Diſciples againſt their Will; 
which hath given occaſion to Libertines to ſay, 
* theſe Diſciples had the Propagation of Chriſti- 
anity more at Heart, and conſequently had 
* more of the Holy Ghoſt in them, than their 
Teachers, 
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But we find that, on the contrary, Euſebis 
aſcribes the Goſpels of both theſe Evangeliſts, 
primarily to their own Judgment and Inclination, 
and that St. Matthew's Diſciples are not fo much 
as named among the Cares of his Writing. The 


Miſrepreſentation therefore was intended purely 
to make way for the Sarcaſm that ſucceeds, and 
Euſebius was forced to give a ſcurvy Account of 
this Matter for fear of ſpoiling a ſcurvy Feſt. 
We have already had many Specimens of our 
Author's Skill in Antiquity, and of his Honeſty in 
repreſenting the Senſe of Fathers and Hiſtorians ; 
and, if I am not much miſtaken, his Talent at 
Reaſoning appears no leſs ſingular, of which the 
Reader ſhall have the following Inſtance. 
Euſebius is thought, by molt learned Men, to 
have afligned a different Time to the Writing of 
St. Matthew's Goſpel, from that given by Ireneus. 
But the Writer of the Diſſertation, p. 35. ſays 
* it is an unanſwerable Objection to any Authori- 
« ty of Euſebius, that he could have no Intelli- 
ct gence of this Matter, but from Jrenæus only.” 
But how does he prove this Negative, on which 
the Validity of his Objection en depends ? 
Why he tells us, © that no other Eccleſiaſtical 
* Writer, that we know of (fave Iren@us,) has 
e fixed the Time for the Writing of this Goſ- 
* pel.” He means no Writer before Euſebius. 
Bur this is merely Argumentum ab Ignorantia. 
And it may be as truly faid, on the other hand, 
that for ought we know, many Writers, earlier 
than Ei ſebius, but now loft, have fixed the Ara 
of St. Matthew's Goſpel, beſides Tren@us. 80 
that the Reaſon by which this Man ſupports his 
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wnanſwerable Objection, is as proper to ue, as to 


defend it. I muſt do him the Juſtice to own that 
he betrays a Conſciouſneſs of this two Pages fur- 
ther, where leaving out the Clauſe, that we know 
of, he boldly affirms © that Eyſehtus had no other 
« Father, from whom he could take his Account 
« of Matthew's time of writing but from Trene- 
* us only.” Upon which he proceeds in a tri- 
umphant manner; ſaying © there is no Queſtion, 
& had he aſſigned any time, but that he would 
& have concurred with him, (Ireneus) for it ap- 
4 pears he was very converſant with Trenæus's 
&« Writings, and often copied his Words from 
« him, as particularly he does this Account of 
« Matthew's Time of Writing, in his Eccleſi- 
0 aſtical Hiſtory, and which tis likely he acqui- 
« eſced in; for elſe, why did he not cenſure it 
<« there, or contradict it rather in his CHronicon, 
« where he is wholly ſilent. 

A little Pains would have made all this wiſe 
reaſoning unneceſſary. For after all, Euſebius 
has aſſigned a Time for the writing of St. Mat- 
tbew's Goſpel in his Chronicon, tho' this is expreſly 
denied by our Adverſary: Nor does he in this 
Aſſignment concur with Jren@us: But differs 
from him at leaſt 17 Years, For Euſebius di- 
rectly ſays, Matthius in Fudæa Evangelium pri- 
mus ſcribit. And this Event he places in the 
third Year of Caligula; or in the Chriſtian Ac- 
count, Anno 41. On the other hand, [reneus 
fixes the Time of St. Matthew's Writing to that 
Period, when the Apoſtles Peter and Paul were 

reaching at Rome, and founding a Church there. 
Þur according to the lame Chronicon of * 
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Paul who arrived at Rome, the latter of the two; 
came thither in the laſt Year of Claudius, i. e. 
Anno Dom. 58. Whether Euſebius or Ireneus's 
Chronology be the truer, is of ſmall Conſe- 

uence to the Merits of St. Matthew's Goſpel, 
as I have elſewhere ſhewn: Nor ſhould I have 
troubled my Reader with the mention of it, bur 
to convince him that the Author of the Diſſertation 
both reaſons and affirms at Random. If there- 
fore after ſo many and grievous Miſtakes, Men 
will yet take the Merits of Chriſtianity upon 
Truſt from him and other ſuch Writers, the Peril 
of Infidelity is intirely their own.—— They have 
had fair and frequent Warning. 

T here are ſtill more Examples of wilful Miſ- 
repreſentations to be met with in the Work be- 

fore us, particularly p. 73. where he ſpeaks of 
Eßpiſcopius in the following manner. Epiſcopius, 
« one of the ableſt Divines of the laſt Age, re- 
te flecting on ſome indefenſible Errors in the 
New Teſtament; and admitting them never- 
© theleſs to be genuine, obſerves againſt thoſe, 
* who, out of a ridiculous Piety, laboured in 
F* yain to account for them. hat 'twas much 
&« better, and would cauſe leſs Scandal, to acknows- 
* ledge fairly ſome Failings in the Canonical Books, 
“ rather than fly to abjurd Interpretations, by 
« which the Suſpicion of a Failing is not only not 
« removed, but increaſed ; and when the Fault is 
e not acknowledged, it looks, ſays he, as if we were 
& not in good earneſt for Truth. 

By this Account, any one would imagine, that 
Eprjcopius had admitted there were indefenfible 
Errors in the New Teſtament, and had ſpecified 
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ſome ſuch. Further, by the general Expreſſion 
of Errors and Failings, the Reader is left to ſu 

poſe, that poſſibly they were capital ones, affect- 
ing the Eſſence of Religion, or the Truth of 
Hiſtory in ſome material Point: Both which are 
abſolutely falſe. For, Firſt, Epiſcopius, in the 
Place cited, does not ſuppoſe any actual Errors 
in the New Teſtament, and therefore could not 
reflect on any ſuch. 2dly, The Errors admitted 
by him as poſſible in the holy Books, are particu- 
larly aſcribed to be mere Circumſtantials that do 
not at all concern Oꝶhiecis of Faith, nor are ma- 
terial to hiſtorical Facts, ſuch as Names, Authors, or 
Particulars of Time or Place. But as to the 
Senſe of the New Teſtament Writings, whether 
relating to the Subſtance of Religion or not, he 
thinks it may eaſily be vindicated from every 
Charge of Contradiction, Abſurdity, or Falſhood. 
For leſſer Matters, ſuch as thoſe above ſpecified, 
he thinks they were not of Inſpiration, but left 
to the human Faculties of the Writer, who, 
through . lapſe of Memory, might poſſibly err 
therein. Not but that even in the pretended In- 
ſtances of this ſort, he thinks Interpretations may 
aptly be given ſufficient to ſatisfy pious Minds, 
tho' not Men of cavilling and rigid Diſpoſiti- 
ons. And he recommends it as more adviſeable 
to admit of ſuch a prous Interpretation, tho' not 
wholly free from Cavil and Dzficulty, than to 
own even a light Lapſe in a mere Circumſtan- 
tial of Scripture. But, adds he, when I ſpeak 
of a pious Interpretation, I do not mean ſuch a one 
as is borrid, crude, violent, forced, and utterly 


amprobable, After which follow the Words in 


which 
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which we are chiefly concern'd, Satius enim, 
tutiuſque, & calumniæ minus obnoxium forte eſſet, 
liberaliter, libenterque levem . memoriæ ag 
noſcere, ne manifeſte abſurdis contortis avere 
videamur, quam abſurda nimis Interpretatione uti, 
ad lapſuum leviorum excuſationem: alioquin ſuſ- 
picio lapſiis non modo non tollitur, ſed augetur & quia 
culpa non agnoſcitur, non bona fide veritas a nobis 
quart, ſed pertinacia qualibet cauſd indui videtur. 
<« For it would be better and ſafer, and perhaps 
e Jeſs liable to Reproach, freely and willingly 
« to own a light Slip of Memory, leſt we be 
«© thought to favour things manifeſtly abſurd and 
% unnatural, than to uſe a very abſurd Interpre- 
* tation in excuſe of ligt Miſtakes. Otherwiſe, 
e inſtead of removing, we increaſe the Suſpici- 
« on of Error, and not owning a Fault, we feem 
c not ſincere in the Queſt of Truth, but obſti- 
« nately bent to maintain every Cauſe.” From 
this Paſſage, and what precedes it, we find, that 
Epiſcopius is only conſidering a poſjible Caſe, and 
does not blame the Conduct of any who had 
actually engaged in accounting for Difficulties in 
the ſacred Books. He thinks the /ighte/# Slips 
therein capable of ſuch Solutions as ought to 
farisfy n and reaſonable Enquirers. But only 
if no ſuch Interpretations could be had, he 
thinks it /afer, and more adviſeable to own little 
Faults, than to defend them by ab/urd Excuſes. 
He further explains the pious Interpretation he 
fpeaks of to be ſuch, as tho' it does not entirely 
remove the Drfficulty, yet ought to ſatisfy the 
pious Perſon, tho' not the moſt rigid Caviller. Of 


this latter fort, he ſeems to- think no Account 
"3 ſhould 
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ſhould be made. For Cavilling, ſays he, has no 
End, and argues an unteachable Diſpoſition, and 
one eſtranged from moderate Councils, Upon the 
whole therefore, Epiſcopius did not think it in 
vain to account for the /ghteft Difficulties in the 
New Teſtament, but fixes a Brand on ſuch as 
our Author and his Friends, who cavil i,, 


end, and reſolve never to be ſatisfied. 


Alike unfair is the Repreſentation he makes of 
Frederic Spanheim's Dubia Evangelica, of which 
he ſpeaks thus, p. 75. © the learned Frederic Span- 
« heim the Father, a very orthodox Divine, hath 


« raiſed near one hundred Objections or Doubts 


ce (he calls them) touching the Authority of this 
“ Goſpel, in the Solution of which he exhauſts 
«© near goo Pages in two Quarto Volumes, with 
« very little Satisfaction, as appears, either to 
e himſelf or others. 

But here firſt it is falſe to ſay that Spanbeim raiſ- 
ed all theſe Doubts, who only collected thoſe, 
which others had raiſed, in order to their Solutzi- 
on. 2dly, It is falſe likewiſe to ſay, that he raiſed 
ſo many Doubts concerning the Authority of this 
Goſpel. For many of them do not at all affect 
that Goſpel, bur are mere Explications of obſcure 
Paſſages, or elſe concern the Diſputes of thoſe, 
who equally owned its Authority and contended 
ſolely about the Meaning of the Evangeliſt. This 
falſe Repreſentation is the more inexcuſable, be- 
cauſe the true Nature of thoſe Doubts might have 
been learnt, without looking into the Body of the 
Book, from the Title Page only: in which the 


Author avows that his Doubts were partly ex- 


Planatory partly controverſial; and that his Concern 
1 in 
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in the latter, was, not only to vindicate the Au- 
thority of the Goſpel againſt the Cavils of Athe- 
iſts, Pagans and Jeus; but the true Senſe of it 
ikewiſe, againſt Samoſatenians, Anabaptiſts, Pa- 
pifts and other Sectaries. zaly, How comes our 
Author to know that the Labours of the learned 
Spanheim, in his Dubia Evangelica, were attended 
with little Satisfaction to himſelf or others? Why 
he ſays it appears: but which way, is a Particu- 
lar, that muſt not be too mmutely inquired into. 
Certain however it is, that Mr. Spanbeim, the beſt 
Witneſs of his own private Satisfaction, expreſſes 
no Uneaſineſs on this Head. He had alſo the 
Pleaſure of obſerving, as himſelf declares, in the 
End of his Preface to the firſt Part, that it had 
met with Approbation and Succeſs. Some of the 
beſt Judges in that Time commended and encou- 
raged it. Particularly the great Primate Uſher 

and Daniel Heinſius. 

But, however it might fare with Spanbeim, 
the Writer with whom we have to. do, has, to 
repeat his own Blunder, exhauſted above 70 Pa- 
ges with great Satisfaction, as appears, to himſelf. 
Notwithſtanding ſo long a run of Miſrepreſenta- 
tion and Falſhood, he comfortably fings his own 
Requiem. © Thus, ſays he, I have finiſhed my 
P 3 into the Authority of the Goſpel ac- 
« cording to Matthew, with the ſtricteſt Regard to 
« Truth.” Happy it is for this Man that Letters 
cannot bluſh. Had ſuch a Thing been poſſible, 
I am confident theſe laſt Words of his, in ſpite 
of the Printer's Care, muſt have been out of 
Countenance. For was it @ ftri& Regard to Truth 
that animated him to treat a learned and great Pre- 
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late with unheard of Wantorneſs and Inſolence, for 
not entering into Particulars concerning St. Mat- 
thew's Goſpel, which in his Soul and Conſcience 
he knew neither belonged to the Deſign of a 
Paſtoral Letter nor were conſiſtent with it? Was 
it the Cloſeneſs of his Attachment to this ſame 
Truth that has occaſioned him to miſrepreſent 
almoſt every Author he cites from, ancient and 
modern, ſacred and eccleſiaſtical ? that has made 
him affirm and deny ſo many things of whoſe 
Truth he neither was nor could poſſibly be ſa- 
tisfied ? 

Particularly where was this Writer's ſtrict Re- 
gard to Truth, when, to the Fathers atteſting the 
Genuineneſs of St. Matthew's Goſpel, he objects, 
p. 74. that, for the moſt part they were Hereticks 
and Enemies to the Catholick Church? Nay, that 
there is not a ſingle Father quoted by the Letter-Wwri- 
ter, but whom he knows to have been heterodox in 
Opinion, and an Infidel with regard to the Eſſentials 
of our preſent Chriſtianity. Aſſertions, of which it 
is hard to pronounce whether they contain moſt 
of Falſhood or Impertinence! For what can be 
more extravagant, than to tax thoſe with Hereſy, 
who were the grand Supports of Orthodoxy, or 
thoſe, as Enemies to the Catholick Church, moſt 
of whom 10% or, at leaſt hazarded their Lives by 
adhering to it? Again, what Pretence has he to 
affirm, that the Author of the Paſtoral Letter 

uoted not a ſingle Father, but whom he knew to 
have been an Infidel with regard to the Eſſentials of 
our preſent Chriſtianity, meaning, I ſuppoſe, the 
Catholick Doctrine, of a Trinity of real and coe- 
qual Perſons in the Unity of the Godhead ? Where- 
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as no one knows better than his Lordſhip, that all 
the Fathers he has quoted, except Euſebius, un- 
queſtionably confirm that Catholick Doctrine, in 
whole or in part. And even he, whilſt conſiſtent 
with himſelf, ſpeaks up for the ſame Truths, and 
gave his formal Aſſent to them, after ſome Heſi- 
ration, in the Council of Nice. But admitting 
theſe Charges to be true, are Errors in Opinion 
and Faith allowed to deſtroy the Credit of antient 
Witneſſes to Books in general? Does the Autho- 
rity of the moſt received profane Authors reſt al- 
ways on the Evidence of Philoſephers and found 
Chriſtians? Does it not commonly ſuffice, that the 
Antients, who ſupport or continue a Tradition in 
favour of old Writings, however ignorant or er- 
roneous in Religion, were Perſons, to whoſe gene- 
ral Veracity we have no juſt Exception ? If then 
ſuch Teſtimony avails ro convince us that the 
Works of Thucydides and Xenothon are genuine, 
why ſhould it not be as effectual for thoſe of Mat- 
theco and Mark ? Laſtly, the Author of the Diſ- 
ſertation did not conſider, that by repreſenting the 
Fathers, as Enemies to the Catholick Church, and 
Infidels with regard to the Eſſentials of our preſent 
Chriſtianity, he has really made their Teſtimony 
the Genuineneſs of the four Goſpels, more avail- 
able to confirm Believers and convince Hereticks, than 
ever. For by this Management, the Evidence of 
thoſe Fathers to our Evangelical Canon, is become 
the Evidence of Enemies, which when given in fa- 
your of the Adverſe Cauſe, is juſtly accounted 
the moſt credible of all human Atteſtations. 

Our Author's profeſſed Regard to Truth in this 
Inquiry, does not however hinder him from own- 


ing 
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ing ſome ſeeming Partiality of Conduct, p. 76. 
« Tho, ſays he, I may ſeem in the Purſuit of 
« Argument, to lean to the Side of Hereticks, 
« yet this is in order to extract the Truth, which 
« can no otherwiſe be come at, than by rigid 
« Enquiries of this kind.” The old way then 
of extracting the Truth, by an equal and candid 
weighing of Arguments on both Sides of every 
Queſtion, is no longer practicable. Truth, by 
this Account, has loſt her Radiancy, and is be- 
come ſo ſhy a Dame, that ſhe will not appear 
but to thoſe who lean to one Side in a Diſpute. 
In ſhort, if we will hearken to the Diſſertation 
Writer, rough Methods in this Caſe are the beſt : 
The only way to force Truth out of her Re- 
ceſſes, is to treat her with Rudeneſs and Contempt: 
And we muſt fly from her, as well as from For- 
tune, if we intend Poſſeſſion. Not content with 
diſclaiming all Prejudices againſt the Goſpel of 
St. Matthew, he next aſſumes an Air even of 
Concern and Affection for it. 

« The Arguments, ſays he, here urged are moſt 
* of them ancient, and the pretended Contradic- 
* tions, Miſtakes or Inadvertencies (call em what 
* you will) ſuch only as have been long ſince 
© animadverted upon. Nevertheleſs, with Grief 
« T jay it, they have never yet met with a tole- 
* rable Anſwer, or Solution.” p. 76. 

Poor Gentleman! Well, how d:ferently does 
Grief operate upon different Men! Moſt Writers, 
under ſuch a Trouble, would have ſet themſelves 
to work and have tried, at leaſt, to produce An- 
ſwers and Solutions more /atisfattory, than thoſe 
already given, Ar leaſt, they would ſee, that the 

a | 2 „„ "RAS 


( 62) 

Charges againſt our Evangeliſt, had always a 
real Foundation, and tho' grieved at the bad Suc- 
ceſs of ſuch, as had, in vain, laboured to acquit 
him, they would publiſh the ill News without 
any indecent Reflections or unſeaſonable Sarcaſms * 
on their Perſons and Characters. But the Diſſer- 
tation Writer oft creates the Difhculties he grieves 
for, without obſerving common Civility to thoſe 
who would remove real ones. If any of the 
Antients ſeek to bring him Comfort, by aſſuring 
him that the Goſpel, whoſe defenceleſi State he la- 
ments, was really the Work of a Writer, that 
beſides Honeſty and ſufficient Information, had the 
Direction of the bleſſed and infallible Spirit, he re- 
wards his officious Pains by calling him Knave and 
Fool, and by telling him that be is not to be credited 
in the Relation ſcarce of any one fingle Matter of 
Fact. If a Biſhop of our Church ſpeaks a good 
Word for Sc. Matthew, and endeavours to eſtabliſh 
the Genuineneſs of his Goſpel, by the very ſame 
Rules, that ſatisfy all the World in parallel Caſes, 
he treats him with inſufferable Inſolence and Diſ- 
dain, Laſtly, if a modern Critick enters into a 
particular Defence of our Evangeliſt, and ſpares 
neither Labour nor Learning to clear up every 
thing of doubtful Appearance in him, this Mourn- 
er for the Imperfections of St. Matthew ſneers the 
dubious Gentleman, as he calls him, p. 75. and la- 
ments © that he had not raiſed in himſelf one 
* Doubt more and purſued it cloſe, which he 
* thinks 'tis likely would happily have abſorbed 
* and put an end to all thereſt.” Meaning, to 
be ſure, a Doubt about the Genuineneſs of this 
entire Goſpel. So that in the Compaſs of one 

Page, 
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Page, our Author has the good Nature or the In- 
fincerity (call it which you will) to grieve on both 
Sides of the Queſtion. Firſt, that any one ſhould 
be at the Pains of defending St. Matthew at all, 
and again, that he ſhould be no better defended, 
than he is. 

To conclude, The Adverſaries to the Books 
of the New Teſtament may lean to the Side of 
Infidelity as cloſe as they think fit, it will never 
diſpleaſe us, ſo long as their Arguments are 
founded on Truth; let them examine our Wit- 
neſſes with the utmoſt Rigour, provided they do 
not ſet them aſide, upon general, unſupported, 
and impertinent Allegations. They are welcome 
to revive all the old Objections, on condition 
they ſhew particularly, as they proceed, the In- 
ſufficiency of the Anſwers and Solutions hitherto 
given. Laſtly, We have nothing to object to 
Wit and Livelineſs on ſuch Occaſions, except it 
be mixed with Scandal and Scurrility, or ſubſti- 
tuted in the Room of Argument, and made the 
Teſt of Truth. 

But if they proceed to add Fal/hood to Parti- 
ality ; if they go on to diſtinguiſh between the 
Method of Lee, ſacred and profane Writings, 
without aſſigning a real Difference; if they con- 
tinue to repeat thread- bare Objections upon their 
own bare Word, that the Anſwers already given 
are not ſufficiently ſolemn and à propos. Laſtly, If 
in a Controverſy upon a learned and ſerious 
Subject, our Adverſaries ſhall go on without the 
Accuracy of Scholars, or the Wit and good Man- 


ners of Gentlemen, the Controverſy muſt be 
endleſs. 
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more thingeYearsfince Mr. Toland, 
"Ing Advantage of ſome * Expreſſions, which 
„from Mr. Dodwel! in his Diſſertations on Tre- 
| neus, firſt endeavoured to place the antient Apo- 
| F:** *cryphal Goſpels on a Level with thoſe received in 
„the Church. The ſame Gentleman afterwards 
| particularly appeared in the Defence and Re- 
| * _ - commendation of the Nazarene Goſpel. - In both 
| theſe Attempts, he was /earnedly. and ſolidly re- 
fured, convicted of numerous Miſtakes, and 
| # much Prevarication. Burt in all this Time, we 
are not advanced one Step further in the Contro- 
verſy. His Blunders and Falſhoods have neither 
been juſtified nor retracted. And thoſe who have 
ſucceeded him, what do they elſe but repeat af- 
ter him the old Stories of Apocryphal Scriptures, 
primitive Forgeries, the Nazarene Goſpel, Tre- 
neuss Winds, and Dodwell's Conceſſions ; hardly 
varying Toland's Expreſſion, and ſometimes not 
| taking care ſo much as to mend his iſtaten Re- 
4 r 
And now, can the Managers for Infidelity rea- 
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k ſonably hope, chat the Men of Senſe among 
4 them will always be blind to theſe h s Things? 
No. They muſt both ſee, and ſadly regret them; 
and if thoſe in the Direction of that Affair do 
| not ſtudy to retrieve a Reputation tor ſome De- 

| gree of Learning, Sincerity and good Manners, 

| we may almoſt ventute to predict, that even the 
8 Libertin Part of Mankind will in a little Time 

. deſert them, and chuſe to be indebted for Peace 
of Mind to any other Methods, rather than to 
the ſtale and baffled Pretences of Infidelity. 
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